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ABSTRACT 1 * 

In California, studies of, the flow^of students from 
high school to higher education and from community* colleges to 4 
four-year institutions have been conducted annually since 1978 by the 
California Postsecondary Education Commission , These studies have 
sought to identify trends in college-going rates fnd examine the 
gains and losses in college-going rates experienced by various 
counties in' light of statewide trends; to compare the ethnic c ' 
distribution of high school graduates with that of first-time 
freshmen in higher educatiop; and'to examine trends in community 
college transfer, comparing, the ethnic distribution of transfers to 
first-^ime freshmen, in the community colleges. Highlights of 



A that of first-time freshmen, in the community colleges. Highlight 
the 1980 study included: (1) college^going rates for recent high 
school graduates continued to increase for public higher education; 
- (2) the percenjta^ge 'of male high school graduates enrolling in the 
University of ^California (ucf) and the California community colleges 
was higher than the pexrcentage'of females enrolling in these 
institytions, while a greater percentage of females than males 
enrolled in the California State Universities t'CSU) ; (3) .the 
percentage^ of Black's and Hispanics continued\to be smaller in the 
distribution of first-time freshmen in public higher education than 
in the distribution of high schopl graduates; and (4) community 
college transfers to the UC continued to decline while transfers to 
CSU increased. Extensive data tables ere appended, (KL) 
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The California Postsecondary Education Commission 
was created by the Legislature and the 'Governor in 
1974 as the successor to the California Coordina- 
ting Council for Higher Education in order to 
coordinate and -plan for education in California 
beyond High school. As a -state 'agency, the Commis- 
*i6n is responsible for assuring that the State's 
resources for postsecondary education are utilized 
effectively and efficiently; for promoting diver- 
sity, innovation, and responsiveness .to the needs 
of students and 'society; and for advising the 
Legislature and the Governor on statewide educa- 
tional policy and- funding. 

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine / 
represent the general public,' with three each 
appointed by the Speaker of the Assembly, the 
Senate Rules ^Committee, and the Governor. The 
other six represent the major educational systems 
of the State. .- ' (' K 

* v 
The Commission holds regular public meetings 
throughout the year at which it takes action on 
staff studies and adopts positions on legislative 
proposals affecting postsecondary education. 
Further/information about the Commission, its 
meetings, its staff, and its other publications ' 
may t>e obtained from the ConrnissioO^ftces at 
1 020 T^el f tJu&trSSI^ Sacramento, CaTiforni a 
95814;" tel^Jfione (91$) 445-7933. 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS 



College- Going Rates 

• ' G&lIeg£-going 0 rates for recent Calif ornia ? high school gradu- 

ates continued to increase in the three public segments of 
higher education in Fall 1980, accompanied by a decline in 
the number of high school graduate's which began in 1J76. 

Sex Differences in Rates 

• The percentages of male high schcf^ graduates enrolling in 
/ the University of California and the California, Community 

Colleges were slightly higher than those of women, while the 
percentage of women graduates enrolling in the California 
s State University was higher than that of men. Overall, the 
rate for women ,was orife percentage point higher than that of 
men. • • « 



Ethnic Differences in Rates ^ 

• Percentages of Hispanic? and Blacks continued to be smaller 
in the ethnic distribution of fir^t-time freshmen in public 
•higher education in California than in the distribution of 
high school! graduates/ The reverse was true for Asians apd 
probably for American Indians and Filipinos, whose numbers in 
both groups were very small- The percentages for Black women 
were -higher than those for Black -ffl^n, in all segments, while/ 
the percentages" for Asian men were higher than those found 
for A&i^n* women in all segments. While the percentages of 
Hispanic men and women among high school graduates were the 
same, the percentages of Hispanic men in higher education 
were higher than* of Hispanic wom&n. 

• * ** 

Differences Among Counties 

* • Differences among California counties in college-going rates 
continued *to be significant, both for particular segments and 
overall.. Among the 20, counties with the largest numbers of 
high school graduates, total rates ranged froip 44 to, 72 ' 
percent. The rahge fin rates for the University for these 
. same counties was from 1 to 14 percent; for the State Univer- 
sity, from 3 to 15 percent. * / ' " 
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Jhe Floy/ of Community College Transfers - - 

• The number of Conmunity College students who transferred to - 

• the University decreased agatin in Fall 1980, while tQe number j) 
who transferred to the State University, increased slightly 

for the fall term and significantly for the full year, as 'a . 
result of a large increase in transfers for the Spring 1981 
term. Sixty percent of the Community College districts had 

* fewer than 50 students transfer to the University in Fall 
* . 1980, while at least, 500 students transferred to the' State 

University from 30 percent of the districts. About 85 per-' 
ce£t of the 'fall-term transfers from the Community Colleges 
were enrolled at the State University, or about 90 percent of ' m 
the full-year transfers. * 

- » - 14 

• Sex aq<J ethnic differences in the flow of Conmunity College 
transfer studerfts were similar to those found for first-time 
freshmen who fcere recent high school graduates. 
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BACKGROUND ON THE STUDY 



This is the fourth in a series of a?mual reports on the flow o'f . 
students from higt\ school to higher -education in California, and 
from Community Colleges to four-year colleges and universities. It 
reproduced and updates information -published in its predecessors: 
"Access' in a Broader Context : College-Going Rates in California 
(1978), College-Going Rates in California : Fall 1978 Update (1979) , 
and College-Going Rates in California : 1979 Update (1981) . 
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Purposes , \ 

/ 

A major *purpose! of the report is* to identify trends in college- 
going rates during the past several years and examine relationships 
between gains % and losses * experienced by various .counties in light 
of - statewide trends. A second purpose is to compare t^he ethnic 
distribution of high school graduates with that of first-time 
freshmen in higher education. A third purpose is to look at tfends 
'in the flow of Community College transfer students since the aid- 
lj960s and compare the Tethm'c distribution of the students who 
transferred ; to that of first-time fteshmen in the Conmun^y Col- 
leges. } 



Scope of the Report 

College-going rates for the three public segments — the University 
of .California, £he California State University, and the California 
ConxBUnity Colleges—have, been obtained for Fall 1974 through Fall 
-1980. Rates for regionally accredited independent colleges and 
universities have been obtained since 1977. In each instance, 
rates were computed for each county with at least 150 high school 
graduates each year. Beginning in 1977, rates were computed for 
men and women separately. The ethnicity of both high school gradu- 
ates and new students in the public segments of higher education 
became 'available for the firs&time in 1979, permitting comparisons 
of the col^^^rgoi&g rates of the various ethnic groups. 

This rM ^pents updated information about the flow of 

transfer^ fern California Community Colleges to four-yea^, 

instituti^B Bfornia. Transfer data for a four-year peri- 

od— 1977 tifl — have been obtained for each Community Col- 

lege with^pH^evide summary dating badk to 1965.' Information 
about the ethSrc distribution of transfer students al$o became 
available , for the first time £n 1979, for use in^uaking comparisons 
with other student groups. 
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} Limitations of the Data* , 

The scope of the report is limited by the absence of information 
about the flow of <recent high schjipl graduates into private postsec- 
ondary schools which do not grant^degrees . The inclusion of such 
students in the analysis would increase significantly the overall 
participation rates calculated for this repoirt, particularly for 
♦urban areas. .Two other gaps in, information available for analysis 
afe numbers of California high school graduates who enrolled in 
colleges and universities in other states, and those receiving, 
formal occupational training .offered under other auspices than 
colleges and universities — for example, adult "education programs of 
unified school district^.'* Thus, the, College-going rates ^btained 
in" this study are t underestimates of the percentages of young people 
enrolling in some type of postsecondary education after high schooj, 
graduation. 

Data for first-time freshmen in ttfe California Community Colleges 
are less reliable than those for the University and the State 
University because of the poor reporting of the high schools of 
origin by some districts. In addition, the Dates are confounded by 
uncertainty .about the inclusion of high school dropouts and students 
who have not yet graduated from high school,- all of whom are eli- 
gible to enroll in a conwnunity college under certain conditions. 
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% • ', COLLEGE- GOING RATES FOR F.IRST-TIME FRESHMEN' 
Methodology . 

* * 
College-going rates were obtained by dividing the number of first- * 
time freshmen 19 years of age and under by the total number of June . 
graduates of day high schools r both public and private, for each 
segment and county, and statewide". These rates, expressed as 
percentages, are believed to be the best possible estimated of 
California college-going rates for recent high school graduates, in >»» 
the absence of longitudinal studies. . ^ f 

/ 

Numbers of high school graduates were' obtained from annual reports"^ 
prepared by the 'State Department of Education for both public and 
private secondary schools. Student data tapes submitted annually 
to the California Postsecondary Education Commission by the Univer- 
sity, the St'ate University, and the Community- Colleges we're the 
major source of information about the high school of origin for 
first-time freshmen. Information' about first-time freshmen in the 
independent colleges and universities was obtained from a special 
survey conducted by the Association of .Independent California ■ 
Colleges and Universities. Both part- and full-time' students were 
included in the computation of the college-going rates.' 

Statewide Trends in College- Going Rates 

Statewide college-going rates are displayed in Table 1 for the 
public s.egmentte of higher education for a seven-year period (1974 
through .1980) and for a four-yearf period for the independent col- 
leges and universities (1977 through 1980), together with numbers 
of high school graduates for the entire pferiod. - 

^ The number of high school graduates has beer\ declining since 1975, 
while the percentage of graduates enrolling "in California colleges 
and universities has been increasing gradually. Th<? decline in 
high school graduates between the peak year of 1975 and 1980 was 
less than 10 percent, but the* rate of decline has been increasing 
during the last few years. The increase in the college-going rate 
between ,1979 and 1980 was not large enough to compensate for, this 
decline in numbers of high school graduates. The result was the 
second smallest class of first-time freshmen under, the aee of 20 
since 1974. . / 6 

The percentages enrolling in both the University and the State ' 
University have increased during the seven-year period but the' 6.0 
and 9.0 ; percent, xespectively, in 1980 still fell far" sftort of the 



■5- 10 , U. 



12.5 percent eligible for. freshman idmissipn in the University, and 
the 33.3 percent eligible in^ the State University. The* Community 
College rate fluctuated between 41.3 and 43*3 percent during this 
same period, with the lowest rate for the first year of the analysis 
and the highest, for 1977, prior to the passage of Proposition 13. 
The r*te has increased since then but as of 1980 had not- reached 
the 1977 rate. 

When the rate for first-time freshmen in independent colleges and 
universities is added to that obtained for the public segments, the 
total college-going rate for recent California liigh school gradu- 
ates reached 6U5 percent in Fall 19$0. No inferences about trends 
for independent institutions can be made because of changes in 
institutions reporting between % 1977' and 1980' and Refinements made 
in the data wtach were reported. Nonetheless, the rate is judged ^to 
be quite stable art between 3.5 and 4.0 percent. 

The Community Colleges enrolled more than four time's as many first- 
time freshmen under the age (of 20 in 1980 as any other segment .of 
California, higher education. Expressed another way, of' the recent 
high school graduates finrolling in a public segment of higher ' 
education in Fall 1980, almost three-fourth's were in the Community 



TABLE 1 

i 

STATEWIDE COLLEGE-GOING' RATES FOR RECENT HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 

(1974-1980) 



Year 


Number- of 
High School 
Graduates 


• 

UC 


Percentage Enrolling as 

. Total 
CSU . CCC Public 


Freshmen" 

"Indepen- 
dent 


Grand 
Total 


1974 


289,714 " 


5:1%' 


7.6% 


41.3%, 


54.0% 






I9hj 


293,941 


5.3 


7.5 


43.1 


55-9. ■ 






1976 


289,454 


5.1 


7.8 


41.7 


54.6 






1977 


•285,360 


5.2 


8.0 


43.3 


56.5. 


3.6% 


60.1% 


1978 


283,841 


5.5 


8.4 


41.4 


55.3 


3.4 • 


58.7 


1979 


278,548 


5.8 


8.7 


42.1 


56.6 


3.4 • 


60.0 


1980 


270, -971 


6.0 


"9.0 


43.0 


58.0 


3". 5 • 


61.5 . 



.Colleges, only 10 percent in the University, and about 16 percent' 
in the State University. • ^ 

* -* • 4 

The seven-jjear period ending in 1980 was thus_ one. of increasing 
percentages* of young people enrolling. in California higher dducas 
tion, particularly in the University and the State University, at a 
time when th£ number of ,high school graduates was declining as a 
result of an earlier decline in^the birth* rate and an increase in 
•the rate of dropouts from high school. There did not appear to be, 
. a significant shift in freshman enrollments from one segment to 
another, in spite of the steady increase in the rate of enrollment 
in the University ^and the State University. 

r 

Differences Among the Counties 

* * * * 

Significant differences among the counties la their college-going 
rates havg been found each year (see Appendix B for county rates 
for first-time freshmen age 19 and under). Large counties with 
college-going rates for all segmeijts combined of at least -68 percent 
in*1980 were jContra Costa, Marin, Merged, Orange, San 'Francisco, 
San Joaquin, and Santa Barbara. At the other extreme, four counties 
w.ith at least 800 high schoql^raduates in 1980 had rates below 50 
percent— El Dorado, Humboldt, Mendocino, and Stanislaus. Los Ange- 
les—the county with nearly* 30 percent of the- State's high school 
graduates— had a rate of 63.7 percent "in 1980, which was higher 
than the statewide rate. . 

.Differences among the counties in their college-going rates may. be 
attributed to several. interrelated factors. Geography appears to 
be an important factor, for example, in terms of proximity of poten- 
tial students to, one .or more campuses ^of the University or the 
State University which rank high in undergraduate student prefer- 
ences. Several demographic factors also ^appear to be related to 
county differences in rates— for example, the median level of 
educational attainment of the adult population, the percentage of 
households with family incomes below the poverty level, and the 
ethnic distribution of the county population. 

V- 

Differences Between the Sexes 

*- * 

College-going rates for men and women who are recent high school 
graduates are displayed in Table 2 for 1977 through 198Q for <»actf „ 
public segment of California higher education. (See Appendix C for 
these rates by county, for) 1977 and 1980*) "In 1979, the college- 
going rate for women was, foe the first time,' at least, equal to 
that of men in each s segment. In 1980, however, the, rate for men 
was once again slightly higher than that found 'for Gomen in both 
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the .University arid the'^ Community Colleges, although the ovetall 
rate continued to be \ higher for women. Since there are more women 
than men among the 1980 high School gr^uates , % there are more women 
than men among .the first-time if r-eshmen in eaqh segment, in spite of 
the higher University and Community "fori^ege rates for men. Two- 
thirds of the independent institutions which reported' the geographic 
origin^ 'of thpir first-time freshmen did so by sex. In these 
institutions", '47 percent oi "the frefehmen Were male -and 53 percent 
female. ^ ^ f w 

County college-going rat^s for men and^women do not always reflect 
statewide patterns. In five - of the eight counties in which a 
University caiapus is locate^ — Orange, San Diego, Riverside, Santa ' 
Cruz, and ?oJ.o— thqf University-going, rate is higher for Women than 
for men. A difference iif University rates in favor of .women may 
also be observed for several counties in wlfich State University 
campuses are 1 6 catedc^ notably Fresno, San Francisco; 'Humboldt, ^and 
San Luis Obispo. In- the' case of the State University the rate 
obtained for women is considerably higher than that for* men in 
nearly 'all counties and statewide, the most notable, exceptions 
beilig Santa gg^bara, with a high Community College^going Vate for 
women; Monterey) also with a high Community College rate; Solano; 
and Santa Cruz* County rates for the combined? public segments also 



' ' TABLE 2 ' \ * 

* PERCENTAGES OF &N AND WOMEN ENffOLLED AS FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 

?*• IN EACH PUBLIC SEGMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHER EDUCATION 
' . > ' (1977-1980)" 



Segment -, , 

University 
of California 

California 

State University. 

California 
Community Colleges 

Total 



* 

Sex 

Male 
■Female 


1977 

5.4% 
5.0 


' Year 
1978 

5.7% 
♦ 5.4 


5.8% , 
5.8 


1^80 

' 6.0% 
5.9 


Male 
Female 


7.6 
-8.4 1 


7.7 - 
9.0 


7.8 
9.5 


8.7 
10.0 


T Male 
^Female 


• 43.2. 
. 43.4 


41.1 . 
41.6. 


41 ; . 1 
43.1 


43.1 

42.9" 


Male 
Female 


"'56^2 
- 56.8 


54.5 
56.0 


54,7 ' " 
58.4- ■. 


57.8 
58.8 



show some' sex differences which are significantly larger than the 
*staftewide difference 'eft 1.0 percent (57 JJ percent far men, ,58.8 
percent for women). Example's* among the more populous counties are 
River^Lde, San Mateo, Sacramentfc, .Fresno, Sonoma,* and Marin,* for, 
whf ch^3ie difference betw^kn* men &nd women in the to£al c611ege- 
going rate w,as at'least 3.5 percent', , with the rate f/tfr women higher 
than that .found for men in each "case; 



Differences Among Ethnic Groups -m. ' " ' 

* * ' » * / 

A statewide summary of the ethnic distribution by sex of 1979 
graduates of public 'California fcigh schools and Fall 1980 fir'st-tjime 
freshmen in the three, segments of public higher ecfucation appears 
in Table *3. (See Appendix D for distributions by county.) Graphic 
representations of the data are displayed in Figure^ 1 and 2. 

Methodology^ : The percentages in Table 3? Appendix. P', and Figures 1 
and 2 are not" college-going rates and cannot be compared with 
gercentages in previous tables.' College-going rates were computed 
by dividing the numbers of first-time freshmen by the total number 
• of* high school graduates in the same year. This computation could 
not be ^performed for the various ethnic ^groups for two reasons. . 
Firdt, ethnic information is not- available for June 1980 high 
sbhd'ol graduates, and use of 1979 data as the divisor to obtain . 
jpates would be inappropriate because of tjie decline in numbers of 
'graduates between 1979 and 1980. Second, significant gaps exist\n 
the ethnic data; most notably for certain State University campuses 
and, for graduates of private high ^schools. Ther1efor£, information 
about ethnicity in relation to college-going be&avipr is presented * 
as a percentage of high school graduates and first-time frestimen in 
each public segment of higher education who wer6 reported to be 
American Indian, Asian , Filipino , Blacky Hispanic , or White . 
Stiidehts with unknojp ethnicity were, excluded from the computations. 

Caution should be exercised in interpreting findings for the State-* 
University ' since no" inf ormation/was available for 26 percent of the 
first-time -freshmen in Fall 1980. Counties with the lowest level 
of reporting of ethnic data are San Francisco (14 percent), San 
ifeteo (45 percent) > and Sacramento (53 percent) . Comparisons with 
previous years must be made with, caution because of the unreli- 
ability; of the ethnic data for such purposes, r 

Statewide findings : Blacks and Hispanics were less well represented 
atoong the *first*time freshmen in the public segments in Fall 1980 
than in* the high school graduating class in 1979, This finding 
applies to both men aijd women/* although there are sex differences ' 
among ethnic groups in* ternfs of enrollment. Most notable are the 
higher pet-centage of Asian men than women and the lower percentage 

t 



^ - - . ' TABLE 3 . ' 

■ ETHNIC DISTRIBUTIONS OF 1979 GRADUATES OF PUBLIC 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOL'S AND FALL 1980 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 
IN THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, THE CALIFORNIA STATE 
UNIVERSITY, AND THE CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY 
f COLLEGES, BY SEX 

Segment 

University California California Total: 

Ethnic High" , of Sta£e Community UC, CSU, 

Group* Sex School California University Colleges and CCC 





M " 






1 ./X 


l.O/b 


1.5* 


Indian 


F 


Q.7*. 


O.A 


1.1 


1.6 


1.4 




J 


' 0.7 

- 


0.4 


1.1 


r 1.7 

• 


* 1.5' 

r 


ASian 


M 


'4.7. 


15.0 


8.2 


4.6 


6.2 




T 


4.5 


13.5' 


7.3 


3.7 


. 5.3 ' 




T 


4.,6 


14.2 


7.7 


4.1 


5.7 


Filipino 


M. 


0.9 . 


2.6 


2.0 


1.4 


1.7- 




F 


1.0 


2.5 


1.8 


' 1.4 


1.6' 




T 

r 


0.9 


• 2.6' '< 


1.9 

i 


. 1.4 


1.6 


Black 


M . 


if 


34 


6.7 ' 


9.0 


8.6. 








5.0 • 


. 9.1 


" 9.5 


8.9 




- ?. 


9/3 


4.1 


8:0 j 


9.2 


8.5 


Hispanic 


M 


15.0 


6.-8 


11.8 


14.4 * 


13.2 




F 


15. 0 


■ 6.0 


11.2 


14.3 


.13.0 




" T 


15.0 


6.4* 


11.5 


14.4 . 


13.1 


White 


M 


69.7 V ~ 


72.1 


70.1 


68.8 


* 69.4 




F 


69.3 


f2.6 


69.5, 


^69.5 


69.8 - 




T 


69.5 


72.3 


6-9.8 


69.2 


69.6 


Ethnic 


M 


2.6 


3.2 


26.0 


J 6.2 


8.8 " 


Data 


F 


2.4 


3.3 


26.0 


J 5.7 


8.9 ' 


Missing 


T 


2.5 


3.2 * ■ 


26.0 


S.9 


8.9 



*The sum of the percentages in eaeh column, exclusive of "Ethnic Data 
Missing," is 100. Thus, the first entry at the to£ of the table 
means that .American Indian males comprised 0,7 percent of the male 
high school graduates in 1979. Similarly, theU'a'st entry at the 
bottom of the table means that whites comprised 69.6 percent of the 
combined group of j first-time freshmen in the three public sejpents 
of higher education in Fall 1980. 
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FIGURE 1 \* 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES AND 
FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN IN ALL>POBLlC SEGMENTS COMBINED 
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FIGURE 2 
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ETMNICfTY OF HUSH SCHOOL GRADUATES * 
AND UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA^ CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, 
' AND CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES -FRESHMEN 
' • ' BY SEX 
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of Black men than women among first-time freshmen. Although compar- 
isons with 1979 are made cautiously, it appears that the representa- 
tion, of Blacks among first-time freshmen declined from 1979 to 
1980, while the 'representation of Asians, Hispanics, and Filipinos 
increased slightly. ^hese* same directions of change were found for 
both men and women, and the size of the increase or decrease was 
^j^ilar when data for the three segments were combined* 

Differences Among the Segments in Minority Enrollments : Difference? 
among the segments in the ethnic rnmpng it-inn of their" first-time 
freshmen are significant. The most' striking entry in Table 3 is 
for Asians as a percentage of the fir^S&time freshmen in the Univer- 
sity, in that it is more than 'threjfc times as large as the percentage 
of Asians/ in the 1979 high school graduating class and significantly 
larger than the percentages enrolled as freshmen in the State 
University and tttfe Community Colleges in Fall 1980*. However, since 
the State University and 'the Community Colleges enroll significantly 
larger numbers of first-time freshmen than the University, the 
actual n u m b er o£ Asians enrolled in Community Colleges is much > 
larger than in the University and the numbers in the State Univer- 
sity only a few hundred lesfc.* - ^ 

The Community Colleges en^o^led the largest percentages of American 
Indians, Blacks, and Hispanics as v *freshm£n. in*1980, compared with 
the other segments. The percentages *of Blacks decreased between 
1979 and 1980 in' all three segments and among both men and women. 
The percentages* for Hispanics, on the other hand, increased for 
both sexes in the State University and the Community Colleges but 
not in the University of California. The percentages of American 
Indians &re* small for all segmehts and not appear to chtfige 
much between 1979 and 1980. The percentages of Filipinos are also 
small in all segments But are larger than the percentage in the 
high school graduating class and appear to be increasing, at* least 
at the University- , . 

Sex differences in enrollment at the freshman level may be ^observed 
foxt.£he various ethnic groups. Among the Asians and Hispanics, the 
perde^tage representation of Men is higher than that of women in 
each .segment* Entgfces for Bladks in Table 3, on the other hand, 
show a higher percHitage representation of women than men in each 
segment, but most of all in the University and the State Univer- 
sity. • 0 - ^ 

*If ethnic data for San Francisco .Statd University were complete, 
^the percentage of Asians in the State University segment might be 

considerably larger* because of the high incidence of Asians in the 

San Francisco area. 
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Cofrmty ' Differences in Minority Enrolments : Differences among ^the 
xnunti^s in the ethnic* distribution of the 1979 high school gradu- 
ates are fairly Well correlated with differences in the percentages 
of the various ethnic groups enrolled as freshmen in public higher 
•education in Fall Proximity to a University or State Univer- 

sity campus appears to have a positive effect on ,the enrollment of 
Blacks and Hispanics in a four-year institution, while the absence 
of such proximity tends to increase < enrollments in nearby Community 
Colleges. There are exceptions to this generalization, however— 
Ventura and Solano counties with no four-year 'public-institution 
within their bpundaries and rather atypical ethnic distributions of 
first-time freshmen at the University and the State University? 
Fresno, Tulare, and Kern counties — all with large percentages of 
Hispanics among their highr school graduates— have relatively high 
Ijercentages of Hispanics in the ethnic distributions of freshmen at 
the University and the State University, compared with statewide 
distributions of freshmen for these 'segments. . Tlie impact of 6ut-> 
reach programs -on increasing the percentages of Blacks and Hispanics 
in the ethnic distributions of first-time f reshmen- cannot be esti- 
mated at this time because of the unreliability *of some of the data 
which would be used in making comparisons from year to year. 




COMMUNITY COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS 

* -> M 
Methodology. * ' / 

Numbers of Community College students who transferred to the Univer- 
sity and the. State -Univer?i£y between 1965 and 1980 are shown in 
Table 4 and Figufce 3. These numbers cannot be expressed as rates 
*bf transfer since no information is available about the numbers of 
Community 'College students who were- eligible for and interested in 
transferring. Rate's based on gross enrollments would be relatively 
meaningless because of changes wbicjk^iave taken place over time in 
Cohmunity College student characteristics. 

Students whd^ are not eligible for freshman admission to the State 
University on the basis of their high school record can become 
eligible for admission as transfer students by earning *a minimum of 
56 semester un^ts of transfer credit with a giradef-point ayerage of 
at least C (2.0).. University transfer ^requirements for students 
who are not eligible for freshman admission are somewhat higher 
than thoss of the State University in tetfms of grade-point average 
(2.4) and the need to make up subject deficiencies incurred in high 
selfool. The University transfer group contains a significant 
percentage of students whd were i ineligible for the University on 
the basis of their high school records. No such information is * 
available for the State University transfer jgrbup. - 

* 

Trends- in Transfer * 

f * ^ 

The decline. in the number of Community College student^ transferring 
to the University which began after the peak yaar of 1973 continued 
in Fall 1980. The number of transfers in 1973 was 8,193; in 1980, 
5,356~a decline of 35 percent. The percentage decline between 
1979 *nd 1980 was less than between 1978 and 1979, due in large 
part to a large increase in transfers -to the University of Califor- 
nia, Santa Cruz k . However, the number of transfers declined signifi- 
cantly at ,the Los Angeles, Sant£ Barbara, San Diego, and Berkeley 
campuses of the University, and no significant changes occurred at 
the three other campuses enrolling undergraduates. ~^ 

In the case .of the State University, the decline from the peak year 
of 1975 was stemmed in Fall 1960, with an increkse of 44 transfer 
students over Fall 1979-. However, there had been a decrease of 
more than 5,000 students, or 14 percent, betv^en fall terms 1975 
and 1979, and the decrease in^ University transfers in Fall 1980 was 
significantly larger than the State tiniversity^ncrease. FullA-year 
transfer statistics for the State University show an increase of 
nearly 500 students in Spring 1981 over 1980, but a decrease of 177 



' • * TABLE 4 " . 

NUMBERS OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS WHO TRANSFERRED TO THE , 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA STATE. UNIVERSITY' 1 
% . TOGETHER WITH NUMBERS OF FjIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 
FROM CACIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOLS (1965-1980) 

Community College Transfer Students First-Time Fresftmen 



» 


• . Fall 


Term 


'Full Year 


Fall Terra Only 


Year 


UC > 


CSUC 


CSUC 


UC 


CSUC* 


1965 


2,948 

• 


14,603 




— 


~~ 14,023 


1966 


3,761 , 


19,295 





12,341 


t ' 15,574 


1967 


3,702 


22,05? 




13,072 


16,082 


1968 


3,785 ,. 


26", 596 




11', 665 


18,844 


1969 


4,458 . 


28,207 


43,963 


12,066 


17,539 


1970 


5,166 


2£,059 


49,245 


13,233 


18,984 


1971 


6,154 


32,546 


52,989 


13,637 


» 19,30^ 


1972 


7,165 


34,619- 


' 53,820 


14,358 


. 23,094 


1973 


* 8,193 

* 


33,089 


51,335 


15,011 


22,210 


1974 


7,813, • 


32,646 : 


. 51,144 


14,915 . 


22,886 


* 












1975 


8,002 


35', 537 • 


. 52,917 


15,460 


23,239 


1976 


7,123 


32,653. 


51,230 • 


14,935' 


23,498_~- 


1977 


6,392 


34,001 


51,159 


14,820 


- -3-3,867 


1978 


6,193 


31,609 ► 


* 

• 47,430 


1^850 


2^,668 ■ 


19:79 


5,654 


30,483 


46,326 


16,534 


25,703 


1980 


5,356 ■ 


30,527 ' 


46,649 


16,340 


25,470 



*Fall statistics represent about 90% > ojE first-time freshmea who eater 
during the full year. 
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NUMBER OF STUDENTS WHO TRANSFERRED FROM COMMUNITY COLLEGES INTO THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 

• AND THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY SYSTEMS 
(FALL TERM ONLY) 
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transfers from one winter term to the next, when comparatively few 
students transfer. Thus the number of full-year transfers increased 
by 323 between 1979-&0 and 1980-81, with . decreases in the summer 
and winter terms and increases in' fall and spring. Data are not 
yet available for'Fall 1981, transfers to either segment. 

■* * 

The number of State University campuses which' experienced^ increases 
in Community College transfer students betwe^J^U,!^ and 1980 
was about equal to the number with- decreases f ™witEtwo campuses 
showing virtually no change. San Jose State University had .a 
decrease of 141 transfer students (5.5 percent), while San Bernarr 
dino, with the third smallest number of transfers, had an increase 
,o*f almost 20 percent (97 students). Other campuses with increases 
of at least 5 percent were Stanislaus 'and California State Polytech- 
nic at Pomoaa, while Bakersfield, Humboldt, ^onfima, and California 
State 'Polytechnic at San Luis Obispo each experienced a decrease .of 
at >least 5 percent between Fall- 1979 and 1980. Thus there does not 
appear to be any clear pattern of change at the campus level, 
although the statewide decline/ in Community College transfers may 
have ended in 1930-81. ' 

Information provided by the indep^ad^nt California Colleges^And 
Universities shows that they are enrolling a significant *numberofr 
transfer students_fpm Community Colleges. More than 3,700 were 
reported to have transferred in the Fall 1980 term to 33 independent 
institutions in California, which is considerably more than the 
estimate of 2,000 made for Fall 1979. The- most significant flow 
was the 1,770 students who transferred to the University of Southern 
California from 85 California Community Colleges. This number was 
'almost two-thirds larger than that transferring to the Los Angeles 
o*r the Berkeley campus of the University of California in that, 
.term. Other independent institutions reporting at lea&t 100 Com- 
munity Colleg'e transfer students ' were the California College of 
Arts and Crafts, Golden Gate University, Loyola Marymount Univer- 
sity, University of the Pacific, University of San Diego, and the 
University of Santa Clara, witlfa, total of nearly 1,000 transfers. 
Based on incomplete reporting, the number of male' transfers appears 
to be only slightly larger than the nujriber of females. 

The relationship between numbers of first-time freshmen and transfer 
students enrolled in the University and the State University has 
changed over time, as seen in Table 4. The segments have differed 
for a& long as data have beeij available, with the University's new 4 
freshme^ always exceeding the 14 number of Community College transfers 
enrolled;' and the State University 1 s tradsfer group significantly 
larger ^than its first-time freshmen.' In 197$, the University' 
enrolled 2.9 first-time freshmen for each Community College transfer 
student, compared with 1.2 transfer students for each first- titt^' 
freshman in the State University. If full-year data are usted for 
the State University, the rati* increases to 1.7 transfer student 
for each first-time freshman. In both segments, the proportion of 
transfer students relative to first-time freshmen has declined 



since 1973 as the size of the freshman class has increased. r It - 
appears that the number 6f first-time freshmen age 19 and under, 
declined in- Fall 1980 in both segments, but the ratio of first-time 
freshen to transfjjp remained relatively stable. 

Differences Among Community Colleges 



Of the 70 Community College districts, 42 had fewer thanr^O students- 
transfer to the University in Fall 1980— three more than in 1979. ' 
(See Appendix E for statistics for each Community College district.) 
Some districts witji very large enrollments^had few .University 
transfers in 1980, or* example, San Jose with an enrollment in 
' credit' courses of 21,170, and 27 transfers to the University; State 
Center (Fresno), an enrollment- of 17,760 and^T transfers; and S^n 
Mateo, an enrollment of 33,673 on its threo^ campuses and 191 trans- 
fers. Nine v Community College districts produced] 44 percent of the 
transfer students to the University in 1980. While most districts 
have had a decline in the_number of diversity transfers (Ijiring the 
past four years, Saddleback (with an enrollment for credit of more 
than 25,000 students) had an increase from 72 to 129 between 1979 
a^id 1980, and Cabrillo increased from 118 to 164, it least* in^art 
'as a result of the recruitment program of the University of Califor- 
nia, Spnta Cruz. • • 

^ * % 

Although the number of transfers to the-State University had been 
declining until 1980-81, only four districts, each with an enroll- 
ment of fewer than 2,000 students, had fewer than 50 transfers to 
the State University in Fall 19?0. On the other hand, 22 of the 70 
districts had more than 500 students transfer to the State Univer- 
sity in Fall 1980; including three districts which had more than 
1,000 each. Thrge districts— Los Angeles, Los Rios, and North 
Orange— had a combined total for Stats University transfers which 
was larger than the total number of University transfers from all 
Community College districts (6,273 from the three districts to the 
State .University, compared to 5,356 to the University from all 70 
districts). 'Community College students tend to transfer to the 
State University campus which is closest to the institution they, 
had been attending for their lower division program, with the- 
exception of the State Polytechnic Universities in Pomona and San 
Luis Obispo, which draW smaller percentages from nearby Community 
Colleges,' For example, 85 percent of the State University transfers 
from the 'State Center District enroll at California State Univer- 
sity, Fresno; 84 pfercent from the San Diego Community Colleges at , 
San Diego State University; and 80 percent from Butte College at 
California State University, Chico. * 

More than one-fourth of the districts experienced an increase or 
decrease of at least 10 percent in the number of State University 
transfer students between Fall 1979 and 1980. However, no patterns 
of change between these two yetfrs are discernible. Oyer the four- 
year period from 1977 to 1980, 'State University transfers steadily 
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decreased from 13 districts and steadily increased in dnly one 
district— a district with Comparatively few transfers to the State' 
University. Districts with the largest percentage decreases were 
Rio Hondo wjLth a 34 percent decline, Peralt'a with 28 percent,, 
Rancho Santiago with 23 percent, Citrus with *21 percent % and Long 
Beach and Santa Monica, with 20 percent* each. Tjius the -small 
statewide increase hetweelq Fall 1$79 and, 1980 appears to have been 
a result of random fluctuations in districtS^with small numbers" of 
•transfer students. 

. * . r , * 

♦ Differences Between Men an<t Women 

Men' comprise 52 percent of the Community College transfers .at the 
University and women 48 percent. When ethnic distributions are 
compared, the^ percentages for Asians and Hispanic men are higher 
than the University-wide percentage for men-, while the percentages 
for Black and Filipino wWen are higher than the University-wide 
figure for women and, in f&ct y < higher than those found for men (52 
and 58 percent for Black and Filipino women transfers * respectively, 
compared with a University^wide percentage of 48). 

For the State University, the transfer group comprises 51 percent 
women and 49 percent men, when th,e predominantly male non-resident 
aliens are excluded from the computation* Ethnic differences in 
the, sex distributions of transfer students are similar to: those 
found for the University, with tie- percentages for Aisian and Hi span 
ic female transfers lower than the University-wide figure— in fadt, 
less than 50 percent— while the percentage for Black female transr 
fers is significantly Jxigher than the University-wide percentage--58 
and 51 percent, respectively* 

Differences -Among Ethnic Groups 

The ethnic distributions of Fall 1980 Community College transfer 
students to the University and State University are displayed 1 in 
Table *5, together with the distribution for first-time Community 
College freshmeq^ that fall. Distributions for each. Commuki^^ 
College are % . displayed in Appendix F. Differences between the 
distributions .for 1979 aAtf 1980 are not large. The percentages of 
Asian and Black transfer students in the University distributions 
increased by 0.8 and 0.4, respectively, while the percentage of 
whites decreksed by 1.4, to 77.1. White transfer students increased 
in the* State University from 73.5 to 75.1 percent of the distribu- 
tion. Decreases Occurred among Asians (-0.5), Filipinos (-0.6), 
and Blacks (-0.7), but the percentages for Hispanics increased 0.3, 

the high percentage of transfer students to the State University 
whose ethnicity is unknown limits the reliability of these findings 
and^any comparisons based on them'. Still there appears, to be 
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little doubt that the percentages of Black* and Hispanic transfer 

students 'to the- State University are larger than.jthose found for 

•the University, while the reverse is true for Asians. s Segmental 

differences involving these ethnic i groups may be increasing for 

Asians and Hispanics but decreasing for Blacks, at least between 

1979~1md 1980. . * . 

* » • * 

.Gross comparisons' may be made between the ethnic .distribution of 
first-time freshmen age 19 and under in the Community Colleges in 
Fall 1980 and those of transfer students. About. 30 percent of the 
first-time Community College f reshmenwere reported to be in one of 
the ethnic minority groups in Fall 1980,' compared ^fcith 22.9 percent 
of the transfer students tovthe University and 24.9 percent of the 
transfers to . the State University. The percentages of Asians in 
thp "distributions of transfer students are significantly /.larger 
than that found for % first-time- freshmen, while the percentages of 
transfers who are Black or Hispanic are lower than those found for 
the Community College freshmen. 

Sex differences in the ethnic distributions of transfer students 
. were similar to those found for first-time freshmen in the Univer- 
sity and the 'State University. The percentage? of Asian and Hispan- 
ic men were higher than those obtained for women,' while the percent- 
ages of Black women, were higher than those femhd for men in 1980. 

. . . . TABLE* 5 «: 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTIONS OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE TRANSFER -STUDENTS , 
TO THE UNIVERSITY AND THE STATE UNIVERSITY, COMPARED WITH THAT ' 
OF 'FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN IN COMMUNITY COLLEGES (FALL 1980) 




First-Time 
freshmen 

4.1 • 

r 

■ t 

• 5.9 



Type of Students* 

* Transfer to 
the University . 



A 



> 1.1% 

9. '6 
• '1.1 
3.7- 

77.1 
,/ 10.0 



Transfer to 
the State 
University 

t 

1.5% 
6.1 
1.2 
6.1 
10.0 

75:1 

37.2 . 



*Colunms add to 100 percent, ,e#.clusXve of the "unknown." 



APPENDIX A ^ 
CALIFORNIA COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES BY COUNTY 



Explanatory Notes 

1 . A California county map showing the "number of 
"institutions in each county precedes the*list v 

of counties. 

2. The independent instituticyis listed are all 
* general-purpose colleges .and universities 

which admit first-time freshmen and are ac- 
credited by the Western Association of Schools 
and* Colleges. , * 
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APPENDIX A 



County 
Alameda ' 



CALIFORNIA COLLEGES UNIVERSITIES BY COUNTY 




University 

. of 
California 



erkeley 



California 

State 
University 

Hayward 



California 
Comnunity • 
Colleges 

Peralta 

Cd^eges (4) 
Chabot 
Ohlone 



Independent 
Colleges and 
~ vers i ties 




oly Names 
Mills 



Butte 



ehico 



Butte 



Contra 
, Costa 



Contra Costa 
, Colleges <3) 



Saint Mary f a 



El Dorado 



Lake Tahoe 



Fresno 



Fresno , 



State Center ' Fresno Pacific 

Colleges. (2) 
West Hills 



Humboldt 



Humboldt ' 



Redwoods' 



Imperial 



Imperial Valley 



Kern 



f Bakeirsfield Kern County 
* * * " - ■ . Colleges (2) 

* "Taft 

» 



Ll 



ssen 



Lassen 
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APPENDIX A (cortfirrffed) 



County 



Los 



V 



University 

of - 
California 

Los Angeles 



California 

State 
University 



Angeles 



Los Angeles 
Long Beach 
Northridge , „ 
Dominguez 

Hills * i 
California 

State 

Polytechnic 
- Pomona 



California 
Coirmunity 
Colleges 



Independent 
Colleges and 
UnTversities 



\ 



Los Angeles Azusa Pacific 

Colleges (9) Bioia 
Antelope Valley California In- 



Cerritos * 

Citrus . 

Compton 

El C amino 

Glendale 

Long Beach 
*Mt. San 
Antonio 
^Pasadena 

Rio Honda 

Canyons 

Santa Monica 



stitute of 

Technology „ 
Claremont McKenna 
Harvey Mufld 
Los Angeles 

Baptist 
Loyola - Marymount 
Marymount w Palos 

Verdes 
Mount Saint Mary f s 
Nqrthrup ^ 
Occidental 
Pepperdine \ 
Pitzer 
Pomona 

Scripps f. 
University of 

La Verne 
University of 

Southern 

California 
West Coast 

University 
Whittier - - 
Woodbury « 



Marin € * Marin Dominican College 

" Colleges (2) of San Rafael 



Mendocino ' * Mendocino 



Merced * ' - Merced 



Monterey - A Hartnell 

i Monterey 



Peninsula 
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County 
Napa x 



University 
of 

California 



APPENDIX /f (continued) 



California 

State 
University 



California 
- Community 
Colleges 

Napa 



Independent 
Colleges and 
Universities 

Pacific Union 



Orange 



Irvine 



/ 



Fullerton Coast Colleges Chapman 

(3) Pacific Christian 

^ North Orange Southern California 
. . y (2) College 

Rancho Santiago West Coast 
r Saddleback JJniversity s 



Placer* 



Sierra 



Pl^m^s 



i 



Feather^River 



Riverside Riverside 



Sacramento 



Sacramento 



Desert California Baptist 

Mt. San Jacinto 
Palo Verde 
Riverside 

\ . 

Los I&os 
Colleges ^(3) 



San 

Bernardino 



Loma Linda 
University of 



San Barstow 
Bernardino Chaf f ey 

San Bernardino Redlands 
♦ Colleges (2) 

Victor. Valley 



San Diego Sab Diego 



San Diego San Dieg£ « Point Loma 

Colleges (4) United States 



Grossmont (2) 
Mira Costa 
Palomar 
Southwestern 



International 
University of 
San Diego 
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APPENDIX A (continued) 



County 
San 

Francisco 



University 
. of 
California 



California 

State 
University 



California 
Comnunity 
Colleges 



San Francisco San Francisco San Francisco 



Independent 
Colleges and 
Universities 

Golden Gate 
Simpson 
University of 
San Francisco 



San Joaquin 



San Joaquin 
Delta 



Humphreys 
University of 
the Pacific 



San . Lu;Ls 
Obispo 



California Cuesta 
State 

Polytechnic * 



San Mateo 



^an Mateo 
Colleges (3) 



College of 

Notre Dame 
Menlo 



Santa 
Barbara 



Santa Barbara' 



Allan Hancock Westmont 
Santa Barbara 



Santa Clara 



San Jose 



A' 



Foothil\L w ' Stanford 

De Anza (2) \ Ujiiversity of 
Gavilan V-O^aOTa Clara ^ 

San Jose (2^ 
West Valley (2) 



Santa^^iz 



Santa Cruz < 



Cabrillo 



Bethany Bible 



Shasta 



Shasta 



Siskiyou 
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V 



County 
Solano 



University 
of 

California 



APPENDIX A (continued) 



California 

State 
University 



California 

Community 

Colleges 
* 

Solano 



Independent 
Colleges and 
Universities 



'-Sonoma 



Sonoma 



Santa Rosa 



Stanislaus 



\ 

Stanislaus Modesto 



Tehama 



r 



(Shasta) 



Trinity 



(Shasta) 



Tulare 



Porterville 
Sequoias 



Tuolumne 



Columbia 



Ventura 



Ventura *(3) 



California 
Lutheran 



Yolo* 



Dayfs 



Yuba 



4 Yub a 
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APPENDIX B 



PERCENTAGES 'OF RECENT HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 
1 ENROLLING IN -EACH SEGMENT OF CALIFORNIA 
HIGHER. EDUCATION, BY COUNTY AND YEAR (1974, 1976,1978-1980) 



Explanatory Notes 



The percentages are estimates of the college-going rates for 
recent high school graduates in each of the four segments of 
California higher education. The percentages were obtained 
by- dividing the numbers of students who were 19 years of age 
or under when they enrolled as first-time freshmen by the 
numberls of high school graduates in June of the same yett*. 
Both part- and full-time students were included in the 
computation of the participation rates. 

Numbers of high school graduates were obtained from annual 
reports, prepared by the State Department oJTS^ugation for 
both public and private high schools. %v 

Student data tapes submitted to the Commission annually by 
The University of California, The California State 
University, and the California Community Colleges were the 
major source of* information about the high schoolfc-last 
attended by first-time freshmen. 

Community College-going rates are judged to be less reliable 
than those of the University and State University for several 
reasons, including a high percentage of "unknowns" for 
several districts.. In addition, * the rates are confounded by 
uncertainty about the inclusion of higlr school dropouts or 
students who have not yet graduated from high school, or both, 
all of whtm are eligible to enroll in a Community College 
under certain conditions. Rates which appeared to* be highly 
questionable have been omitted, with the prior year's rdte 
shown instead in parenthesis. 

For, the first time in 197£, first-time freshmen ,with 
"unknown" high school codes were found fox the University and 
the State University. They constitute 5 percent of the 
University and 6 percent of the State University freshmen in 
the analysis, or less than 1 percent of the high school 
graduates. However, the "unknowns" should not be added to the 
statewide rates" for the University and the State University 
since they may not be graduates of California high schools. 
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Data for independent colleges^and universities^Vere 'obtained 
by means of a special request for assistance made by the 
Association of Independent California Colleges an^ Universi- 
ties. Nearly 70 percent of the institutions responded with 4 
information about the origins of their first-time freshmen. 

Information about the college-going rates in' the independent 
institutions is not wholly comparabl^ to that obtained for ' 
the public segments since some institutions cpuld provide 
only zip codes for their students 1 home addresses rather than 
State codes for the high schools from which their students 
graduated. Furthermore, * it was not feasible for a few 
institutions to limit the first-time freshman group studied 
to those 19 years and under at entrance. Information for Fall 
1979 was used for one institution which was unable to provide 
daU* for 1980. 



The following institutions responded with information about 
the county of origin of their first-time freshmen; 



California Baptist College 
California College of Arts 
* and Crafts 

California Institute of 

Technology 
California Lutheran College 
Center for Early Education 
Claremont McKetma College 
Cogswell College 
College of Notre Dame 
Dominican College of 

San Rafael , 
Fresno Pacific .College 
Golden Gate University 
Harvey Mudd College 
Holy Names College 
Humphreys College 
Los Angeles Baptist ^College 
Loybla-Marymount University 
Marymount Palos Verd^s College 
Menlo College 
Mount St. Marys College 
Northrop University 
Occidental College 



Pacific Union College 

Pepperdine University 

Pitzer College 

Point Loma College * % 

Pomona College 

Saint Mary Is College 

of California 
San Francisco Art Institute 
Scripps College 
Simpson College 
Stanford University 
United Stages International 

University 
University of La Verne 
University of the pacific 
University -of Redlands 
University*. of San Diego 
University of San Ijxancisco 
University *bf Santa Clara 
University "of Southern 

California 
Westmont College . * 

Whittier College 
Woodbury University 



Information is arranged so that counties with .the largest 
numbers of high: school graduates generally appear first. %No 
percentages are shown for the. seven counties with the 
smallest numbers of high school graduates — Colusa, Trinity, 
Modoc , Mariposa , Mono ; Sierra , and Alpine--since such 
percentages are unreliable. 
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, • APPENDIX B • 

PERCENTAGES OF RECENT HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 
ENROLLING IN EACH SEGMENT OF CALIFORNIA 
HIGHER EDUCATION BY COUNTY AND YEAR 0974, 1976, 1978-1980)* 



County 



Number 
H.S. 

Tear 'Grads. 



Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen 



UC CSU 



CCC.' -Ind. 



Total Grand 
Public Total 



Los Angeles 



Orange" 



1974 
1976 
1978 
•1979 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 



90,817 
88,607 
83,753 
83,849 
79,389 

25,206 
27,200 
26,558 
26,107 
25,342 



5.7% 8.6% 
6.0, 9.7 

6.4 10.8 

6.4 10.2 

6.5 10.5 



5.3 
5.2 
5.5 
6.2 
6.2 



7.7 
7.9 
8.5 
9.9 
10.0 



38.5% 

36.1 

41.3 

42.8 

41.9 

45.3 
46.1 
42.5 
45.6 
50.4 



4.3 

4.* 

4.8 



2.7 
2.4 
2.5 



52.8% 

51.8 

58.5 

59.3 

58.9 

58.3 
59.2 
56.5 
61.8 
66.6- 



62.8% 

63.9 

63.7 



59.2 
64.2 
69.1 



San Diego 



1974 20 

1976 19 

1978 21 

1979 20 

1980 20 



,456 
,5'47 
,323 
,048 
,553 



5.0 
5.4 
6.1 

6^0 



6.6 
6.3 
6.6 
8,3 
8.8 



40.9 
46.4 
42.5 
42.9 
45.7 



3.6 
3.6 
3.3 



52.5 
58.1 
55.2 
57.7 
60.5 



58.8 
61.3 
63.8 



San v ta Clara 1974 17,430 5.8 10.4 39.7 — 55.9 

1976 17,856 5.5 10.2 39.3 — 55.0 

1978 18,249 6.4 10.1 33.6 3.5 50.1 53.6 

1979 17,800 6.5 10.3 40.1 4.0 56.8 60.8 

1980 16,643 7.5 11.0 34.6 3.9 53.1- 57.0 



Alameda 



1974 14 

1976 14 

1978 U 

1979 13 

1980 12 



,167 
,355 
,023 
,496 
,862 



7.2 
6.4 
7.2 
7.5 
7.7 



9.2 
8.9 
8.9 
9.3 
'9.1 



40.2 
42.4 
39.2 
37.5 
35.2 



-2.7 
2.2 
2.3 



56:6 
57.7, 
55. 3 
54.3 
52.0 



58.0 
56.5 
54.3 



Sacramento 



San 

Bernardino 



1974 
1976 
1 1978 
V 1979 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 



11,106 
10,774 
10,812 
9,996 
9,651 

10,23)) 
10,525 
9,899 
■9,560 
9,687 



3.3 
3.5 
3.7 
4.2 
4.8 

2.7 
2.9 
2.9 
3.2 
3.0 



6.6 
6.0 
6.7 
8.6 
8.7 

4.7 
5.5 
6.3 
6.8 
7.5 



42.1 
42'. 1 
42.0 
43.8 
47.1 



40. 
39, 
39. 
38. 



6, 
9 ■ 
2 
0 



41-. 4 



2.3 
2.2 
1'.9 



2,7 
2.9 > 
2.1 



52.0 
51.6 
52.4 
56.7 
60.6 

48.0 
48.3 
48.4 
48.0 
51.9 



54.7 
58.8 
62.5 



51.1 
50.9 
54.0 
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APPENDIX B (Continued) 



V ■ 



* 






Percentage 


Enrolling as Freshmen 


4 






Number 


















H.S. 










Total 


Grand 


County ' 


- Year 


Grads. 


UC 


CSU 


■ CCC 


Ind. 


Public Total * 


toacra Losca 


1974 


o o o /. 

9 ,884 


9.0% 


8.4% 


43.9% 


r- 


61.3% 







19/0 


9 ,593 


8.7 


7.3 


44.7 




60.7 


— 




19/8 


o /. on 
9 ,489 




7 ' (\ 


HO . £m 


o. o<y 


63.0 


66.2% 




1979 


9,212 


10.4 


7.7 


46.6 


2.(5 


64.8 


66.8 




1980 


8,847 


10.0 


9.0 


46.5 


3.0 


65.5 


* 68.5 . 0 


oan nateo 


19/4 


O TOT 

8, 131 


7.0 


7.8 


42.9 


— 


•57.7 


— 




1 07£ 
19/0 


o , U0U 


6.5 


7.1 


43.4 




57.0 


— 




T 07Q 

19 /o 


7 A £0 

/ ,4oz 


7 ft 


7 9 
/ • Z 


An • l 


A 0 
<4 • Z 


55. l' 


59.3 




1979 


7,023 


7.6 


7.7 


39.1 


4.7 


54.4 


59.1 


• 


1980 


6,970 


8.8 


"8.1 


(39.1) 


3.9 


56.0 


59.9 


Ventura 


19/4 


0,492 


3.4 


4.2 . 


46.3 




' 53.9 






1 Q7£ 
19 /O 


7 noo 
/ ,099 


3.7 


3. '8 


44.5 




52.0 






19 /o 


0 ,903 


J . 0 


A Q ' 


AA £ 


o 

j. y 


53.1 


57.0 




1979 


6,791 


3.9 


5.6 ' 


46.1 


4.0 


55.6 


"59.6 




1980 


6,846 


4.7 


M 


50.7 


3.2 


60.3- 


63.5 


xvxvcrsxuc 


19Y4 


O ,41 J 


5.1 


3.3 


38.2 


- 


46.6 


mm 




1 07A 

iy / o 


£ 777 
0 , / / / 


5.0 


3.6 


35.8 




44.4 


— 




1 Q70 
19 /o 


A ft«\7 
0 ,80 / 


4 8 


L 1 


^ ft 

JO • o 


z • u 


44.7 


4£.7 , 




1979 ' 


6,628 


4.9 


4.4 


42.9 - 


1.9 


52.3 


34.2 ^ 




1980 


6,728 


5.1 


4.8 


44.5 


1.8 


54.4 


56.2 


x resno 


19/4 


6 ,638 


2.1 


12.6 


42.7 





57.4 






19/0 


6,0/0 


1.4 


12.2 


42.2 




55.8 






1 07ft 

iy /o • 0 


£ £00 
0 ,0Z9 






^0 A* 


Z . 1 


53.5 


55.6 


• 


1979 


6,472 


2.3 


12.3 


39.6 


1.4 


54.2 


55.6 




1980 


6,603 


2.2 


14.6 


39.7 


1.5 


56.5 


58.0 


Can 


1 0 7 A ' 
19 /4 


£ 7AQ 
0 , too 


7.9 


10.7 


39.2" 


— 


57.8 


_ _ 


x rancis co 


19/0 


£ A £7 
0 ,40/ 


8.2 


12.2 


38.8 




59.2 






1 07ft 
19 /O 


^ * Q£Q 

J ,ooo 






Lo n 
f z . u 


0.0 


65.6 


71.2 




.1979 


5,779 


9.2 


13.0 


39.6 


5.6 


6l8 


£7.3 




1980 


5,392 


9.2 


13.5 


42.7 


6.8 


65.4 


72.2 


Vara 


19/4 


/. O /. T 

4,841 


2.3 


6.9 


44.2 




53/4 




> 


\ Q7£ 

A-9/0 


/. 7 A A 

4, /44 


'2.0 


6.7 


47.7 


— 


56.4 






a Q7ft 
• Jl9 /o 


A 7CO 

4, /Oo 


2.0 


6.6 


46.2 


2.2 


54.8 


57.0 




1 Q70 


A 50A 


1.9 


7.4 


(46.2) 


2.6 


55.5 


58.1 




1980 


4,561 


3.4 


6.5 


(46.2) 


1.7 


56.1 


57.8 


San Joaquin 


1974 


4,116 


3.4 


3.6 


'45.5 




52.5 






1976 


4,121 


2.2 


3.0 


56.8 . 




62.0 






1978 


4,141 


3.0 


'2.9 


50.0 « 


3.5 


55.9 


59.4 




1979 


3,810 


3.3 


3.8 


3.7.1 


4.8 


44.2 


49 ."0 / 




1980 


3,805 


3.3 


3.4 


59.3 


5t7 


66.0 


71.7 



/ 
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APPENDIX B (Continued) 

Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen 



Number 
H.S. 



Total Grand 



County 


Year 


Grads. 


uc 


csu 


ccc 


Ind. 


Public 


Total 


Santa 


1974 


. 4,398 


5.2% 


4.4% 


47.7% 




57.3% 




Barbara 


1976 


4,489 


5.7 


4.2 


49.8 




59.7 






1978 


4,059 


519 


4.8 


*7.3 


4.7% 


58.0 


62 7^ 




1979 


3,794 


6.6 


5.7 


50.4 


3.3. 


62.6 


66.0 




1980 


3,800 


7.4 


5.2 


53.9 


3.0 


66.5 


69.5 


Sonoma 


1974 


3,518 


1.9 


3.4 


43.7 


~ *™ 


49.0 


~ - 


» 


•1976 


3,565 


2.0 


2.9 


47.0 




51 9 

Jit 7 






1978 


3*626 


3.0 


3.3 


40.7 


2 5 


47 0 * 


AQ S 




1979 


3,688 


3.2 


4.0 


46.1 


1.9 


53.3 


55.3 




1980 


3,436 


3.4 


4.3 


44.6 


1.9 


52.3 


54.2 


Marin 


1974 


3,466 


10.2 


7.7 


43.4 


*™ ™ 


61.3 






1976 


3,339 


10 To 


7.7 


49.3 




67.0 






1978 


3,459 


11.9 


8.0 


40.2 


4.5 


60.1 


64*6 




1979 


3,408 


13.4 


8.1 


38.8 


4.4 


60.4 


64.8 




1980 


3,148 


13.6 


8.S 


40.3 


5.3 


62.7 


68.0 


Monterey. 


1974 


3,006 


4.8 


5.4 


58.4 




68.6 


*~ ~ 




1976 


3,125 


4.9 


5.0 


57.9 




67 8 






1978 


3,064" 


4.8 


3.9 


56.7 


3 0 


65 4 


68 4 




1979 


2,756 


5.2 


4.5 


53.1 


3.4 


62.8 


66.2 




1980 


2,836 


6.0 


4.7 


50.3 


3.3 


61.0 


64.3 - 


Stanislaus 


i 

1974 


2,862 


1.4 


5.1 


39.1 




45.6 






1976 . 


2,771 


1.9 


4.7 


44.6 








m ■ 


1978 


2,792 


K4 


5.6" 


34.0 


2 3 ' 


41.0 


43 3 


1979 


3,170 


1.7 


6.1 


28.2 


1.8 


36.0 


37 8 




1980 


3,277 


1.1 


5.7 


35.1 


1.7 


41.9 


43 6 


Tulare 


1974 


2,554 


1.4" 


3.4 


48.6 *~ 




53.4 






1976 


1,721 


1.8 


2.9 


46.4 




51 1 






1978 


2,641 


1.4 


2.4 


48.2 ' 


1.5 


52 0 


S3 s 




1979 


2,779 


1.4 


3.4 


46.4. 


2.0 


51.2 


S3 0 




1980 


2,790 


1.6 


4.0 


49.1 


1.4 


54.7 


56 1 


Solano 


1974 


2,542 


4. S 


4.8 


39.6 




48.7 






1976 * 


2,578 


3.8 


5.6 


42.7 




52.1 






1978 


2,469 


4.3 


5.4 


41.0 


2.4 


50.7 


53.1 






2,580 


4.4 


5.6 


41.5 


1.7 


51.6 


53.3 




1980 


2,782^ 


5.. 4 


5.6 


40.3 


2.1 


51.3 


53.4 


Santa Cruz 


1974 


2,022 


4.4 


3.0 


40.6 




48.0 






1976 


2,117 


5.3 


.2.9 


39.6 




47.8 






1978 


1,964 


5.4 


5.3 


39.8. 


3.4 


50.7 


54.1 




1979 


1,976 


4.1 


4.1 


34.7 


3.8 


43.0 


46.9 




1980 


1,986 


5.8 


4.S 


48.1 


5.3 


58.4 


63.7 
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APPENDIX B (Continued) 









Percentage* Enrolling as Freshmen 








Number 


• 
















u c 








• 


Total 


Grand 


County 


Year 


Grads. 


UC 


csuy 


CCC 


Ind. 


Public Total 


Merced 


1974 


1,818 


2.0% 


4.1% 


58.1% 





64.2% 






1976 


1,853 


1.6 


5.6 


52.5 




59.7 






1978 


1,891 


2.5 


5.2 


'51.6 


1.2% 


59.3 


60,5% 




1 A. TO 

iy Ay 


1 0 AO 


1.8 


4.1 


53.7 


1,2 


61.6 


62,7 




1980 


1,790 


2.3 


7.3 


59.3 


0,9 


68.9 


69,§ 


Placer 


1974 


1,589 


2.0 


3.7 


•39.1 




> 

44,8 






1076 


1,675 


1.8 


3.1 


41.1 




46,0 






' 1978 


1,838 


2.1 


3.8 ' 


36.5 


1,4 


42,4 


43.^ 




iy /y 


1 Q AO 


2.4 ' 


4.2 ' 


37.0 


1,2 


43,6 


44,3 




1980 


1,807 


k3.7 


3.1 


48.5 


1,3 


55,3 


56,6 


Shasta m 


1974 


1,368 


1.5 


2.0' 


52.8 


_ _ 


56,3 




• 


1976 


1,399 


1.1 


2:2 


55.7, 




59,0 






1978 


1,537 


1.3 


2.0 


55.0* 


1,4 


58,3 


59,7 




iy /y 


1 CCA 

1,550 


1.7 


2.6 


(55.0) 


1,5 


59.3 


60,8 




.1980- 


1,520. 


1.6 


3.2 


(55.0)' ' 


1,7 


59.8 


61.5 


Humboldt 


1974 


1,601 


1.3 


9.2 


3r.'6 




42,1 






1976 


1,448 


1.3 


7.4 


34.3 


-- 


43,0 


„ 




19M 


1,422 


2.0 


8.2 


32.3 


1.5 


42,5 


44,0 




iy /y 


i, jy2 


2.6" 


9.3 


30.2 


1,6 


42,1 


43.8 




1980 


1,328 


2.3 


" 9.9 


(30.2) 


1.5 


42.4 


43.9 


Saa Luis 


1974 


1,560 


1.8 


11.3 


37.'7 




50,8 




Obispo 


1976 


1,557 


2.1 


10.1 


45.6 


— 


57,8 







1978 


1,356 


1.9 


10.0 


45.6 


2,1 


57,5 


59,6 




iy /y 


1,572 


1.8 


9.1 


39.9 


2.2 


50,8 


53 ;0 




1980 


1,586 


1.8 


8.1 


46.9 


1,5 


56,8 


58,3 


Butte 


1974 


1,462 


.1.9. 


13.3 


38.9 




54.1 






1976 


1,424 


2*0 


9.8 


34.5 


— 


46,3 






1978 


1,356 


2.6 


11.4 


39.2 


1.8 


53 2 






iy /y 


1 /. /. A 

1 ,*f4Q 


3.3 


12.4 


30.5 


2.4 


46.1 


48.5 




1980 


1,473 


3.0 


13.1 


42.2 


1,7 


58.3 


60.0 


Imperial 


1974 


1,259 


2.9 


2.9 


46.3 




52.1 






1976 


1,241 


2J6 


3.2 


. 48.0 




53.8 


* 




1978 


,1,348 


1.9 


3.2 


43.8 


1.3 


48". 9 


50.2 




1979 


1,337 


2.7 


4.0 


45.8 


2.1 


52.4 


54.6 




1980 


1,312 


2.0 


3-5 


48.3 


1.4 


53.8 


55.2 


Napa 


1974 n 


1,294 


3.6 


2.9 


57.7 




64.2 






1976 


1,297 


4.1 


3.5 


48.7 




56.3 






1978 


1,275. 


4.4 


• 4.1 


51.8 


6.4 


60.3 






1979 


1,300 


4.9 


4.2 


(51.8) 


8.0 


60.9 






1980 


1,276" 


5.3 


4.8 


-(51.8) 


8.2 


61.9 


70.1 
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-AR^ENDIX B (Continued) 



' County 



Year 



Number 
H.S. 
Grads-. ' 



Percentage JhrolVing s& 




Qc csu 



Yolo 



Kings 



El Dorado 



Mend^ino 



Sutter 



' 1974» -r,411 

. 1976.- 1,259 10.2 

1978 Jtf2te 12.0 

,1979 -1,338 10.0 

1980 1,315 11.6. 

1974' 
19.76 
1978 
1979- 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
' 1980 

"1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979. 
1980 



8.9% 10,6% 
9.8 ' 
10.9 
9.9 
9.3 



Madera 




1,006 
943 
984 
) 995 
903 

•800 
862 
932 
948 
916 

■ 817 
848 
867 
820 
828 

619 

693 

685' 

697 

718 



538 
486 
546 
554 
51? 



• 1.9 
1.5 
1.8 
1.6 
1.6- 

2.4 
2.8 
3.4 
3.3 
4.7 

1.1 
2.5 
2.5 
3*4 
2.8 

3.2 
2.2 
3.2 
3.3 
.6.0 



539. 2.6 

467 1.5 

552 2.3 

638 2.2 

570 1.8' 



6.2 
6.6 
5.1 
6.2 
6.9. 

5.8 
.5,8 
. 8.7 

8.0 
4 8.4 

'6.6 
7.4 
7.0 
7.6 
7.8 

3 A 

4.3. 
6.0 
5.0 
•5\6- 

11.7 
12.2 
10.9 
.3 
.9 



11. < 



417 2.2 

497 1.2 

547 2.2 

538 2 

536' 2 



1.7 
2.3 
3.3 
1.6 
1.3 



3.8 
2.X) 
3.6 
5.4 
4.7 

» 

3.7 
6.5 
7.3 



CCC Ind. 



30.8%. ■ 
35.1 

34.6' • 1. 
35 .'6 4-1. 
30.9% 1, 



9% 
9 



33.6 

42.5 

41.1 

47.3- 

43.3 

29.6 
35.6 
35.7 
32 .'5 
(32.5) 

*1,Q 
34.1 ' 
30.8 
30.6 
32.6 

49.-8 
50.6 
46.9 
44.2' 
51.0 . 

r 

32.5 
39.6 
38.6 
40.8 
43.3 

35.0 ' 
36. 4 V 

33.3 ' 

29.4 ' 
41.6- 



2.5 
2.9, 
.1.9 ' 



1.8 
2.3 
2.4 



.2.1 
3-. 2'. 
2.1 



2.8 
1.6. 
1.4 



3.4 
3/8 
3.2 



2.6 
1.5 
1.1 



41.8 

■44.8 * — 
41.0 . 2.0 
(41.0) 1.8 
(41.0) 1.9 



-Total 
Public 

,50.3% 
55.1 
57.5 
55.5- 

41.7 
50.6 
48.0 
/ 55 ♦ 2 
51.8 

37.8 
44.2 
47.8 
43.8 
'45.6 ' 

s 

""49.3 
k<3 . 
.40.3 . 
41.6 
43.2 

, 56.4. 
"57.1 

56.1 

52.5 

62.6 . 



Grand * 
Total 



59.4% 

57.4 

53.1 



50.5 
58.1 
53.7 



49.6 
46 .-1, 
48.-0 



42 k 
44.8 
45.3* 



58.9- 
54.1 
64.0 



,46.8 
53.3 
51.8 
53.3 
57.0 

' 41.0 
39.6 
39.1 
36.8 
49.1 

50.6 
53.^9 
*^8.0, 
49.1 
49.6 



55.2. 
.57.1 
60.2 



41.7 
38.3 
50.2 



50.0 

50.9' 

51.5 



APPENDIX B (Continued) 



County 
Siskiyou 



Yuba 



Tuolumne 



■ j 



Lake 



Glenn 



Si* 



Lassen . 



Inyo 



* .Number 
/H.S." 
Year Grads, 



1974 
.1976- 
1978 
1979 
, 1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 . 
1979 
1980 

1974 
1976 
'1978 
1979' 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 

,1974 

1976' 

1978 

1979 

1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 

1974 
1976 
1978 
1979 
1980 



San Benito 




Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen 



v Total Grand 

CC(T Ind. Public Total 



43.8% -- 

48.3 5- . 

54.3' 55%%** 

50.6 51.0 

49.1 49.7 




584 
516 
485 
467 
502 

368 
363 
• 374 
357 
420 

304 
3*05 
354 
.361 
-376 

303 
344 
309 
336 
299 

'289 
284 
302 
264 

..273 

299 

-270 

281. 

248 

227 

254 
276 
256 
'282 
246 



1*7 
1.4 
0.8 
2.4 
1.6 

2.5 

1.4 

2.4. 

2.2 

4.0 

2.3 
2.3 
2.0 
1.9 
2.9 

•4.0 
1.7 
3.2 
1.2 
5.7 

1.0 
1.4 
1.3 
0.4 
0.7 

4^4 
5.2 
3.9 
4.0 
2.6 

3.2 

2.2 

3.5. 

1.1 

2.8 



2.6 
1.7 
3.9 
2.1 
3.2 

6.3 
8.3 
8.3 
. 7.6 
6.7 

'6.3 
6.6 
3/4 
8.3 
7.7 

9.2 
10.8 
9.1 
8.3 
9.4 

3.1 
2.5 
•5.0 
4.5 
2.6 

8.4 
7.0 
6.S 
7.7 
6.6 

7.1 
8.7 
9.4 
9.2 
6.1 



54.1 
61.0 
' 57.1 
(57.1) 
50.0 

. 52.9 . 
39.9 
28.3 
34.4 
39.8 

41.1 
42.6 
43.8 
50.4 
36.7 

22.8 
31.7 
23.9 
18.4 
45.5 

37.0 
$4.9 
51.3 
52.3 
(52.3) 

30.1 
31.8 
31.3 
24.2 
•40'. 1 

* 

■ 44.9 
45.3 
44.5 
40.8 

♦ 41.9 



2.1 
2.1 
1.8 



3.2 
3.9 
3.3 



1.1 
2.2 
1.1 



2.6 
0.9 
0.3 



1.0 
0.8 
1.5 



1.1 
2.4 
9.3 



5.1 
2.8 
9.3 



58.4 
64.1 
61.8 
61.6 
54.8 

41.7 
49.6 

m.o 

44.2 
50.5 



49, 
51, 
49, 
60, 
47, 



36.0 
44.2 
36.2 
28.0 
60.6 

41.1 
58.8 
57.6 
57.2 
55.6- 

42.9 
44.0 
42.0 
35.9 
49.3 

55^2 
56.2 
57.4 
51.1 
50.8 



63.9 
63.7 
56.6 



42.2 
48.2 
53.8 



50.3 
,62.9 
48.4 



38.8 
28.9 
60.9 



58.6 
58.0 

"■I 



43.1- 

38.3 

58.6. 



62.5 
53.9 
60.1 



County 



Plumas 



Calaveras 
Amador 



Del Norte 



T^TAL* 



APPENDIX B (Continued 



i 







Percentage Enrolling as Freshmen 






Number 
















H S 






- 




Total 


Grand 


Year 


Grads. 


UC 


CSU 


ccc 


Ind. 


ftjblic Total 


1974. 


243 


0.4% 11.5% 


' 34.6% 


— 


46.5% 





1976 


255 


1.6 


7.8 


29^8 




39.2 


— 


1978 


252 


0.0 


11.1 




0.4% 


45.6 


46^0% 




OIL 


i.i 


Q 0 


42.3 . 


1.1 


54.4 


55.5 


1980 


277 


1.1 




36.4 


1.* ~ 


46.5 


47.9' 


1974 


207 


1.0 


1.4N 


sJ2.8 





35.2 


mm 


1976 


222 


1.8 


7.2 


37.4 




46<-4- 





1978 


247 


1.3^ 


6.5 


0 / . / 


4 ♦ U 


45.3 


49.3 


1Q7Q 


99Q 


0 . i 


y .0 


34.5 


1.3 


47.2 


48.5 


1980 


323 


1.9 


9-6 

* 


32.5 


0.9 


44.0 


44.9 


1974 


153 


3.9 


10.4 


29.4 


— 


$3*: 7 





1976 


183 


1.6 


4.9 


50.8 




57.3 


— 


1978 


239 


1.3 


8.8 


JU .4. 


L.I • 


40.2 


41.9 


1Q7Q 




3.8 


8.1 


17.0 


2.6 


28.9 


31.5 


1980 


223 


3.1 


6.3 


31.4 

* 


1.'3 


40.8 


42 .'1 


1974 


249 


0.4 


7.2 


25.7 


-- 


33.3 


— 


1976 


241 


1.6 


8.3 


32.0 


— 


41.9 




1978 


201 


2.0 


7.0 


24.4 


0.5 


33,. 4 


33.9 


1979 


190 


1.0 


10.5 


* 26.3 


1.6 ■ 


37.9 


39.5 


1980 


184 


0.5 


8.1 


(26.3) 


0.5 


34.9 


35.4 


1974 289,714 


5.1 


7.6 


41.3 




54.0 




1975 


293,941 


5.3 


7.5 


43.1 




55.9 




1976 289,454. 


5.1 


7.8 


41.7 




54.6 




1977 


285,360 


5.2 


8.0 


43.3 


3.6 . 


56.5 


60.1 


1978 283,841 


5.5 


8.4 


41.4 


'3.4'. 


55.3 


48.7 


1979 


278,548 


5.8 


8.7 


42.1 


3.4 


56.6 


6&.0 


1980 


270,,971 


6.0 


9.0 


43.0 


3.5 


58.0 


• 61.5 



*Percents were not calculated for .Colusa, Trinity, Modoc, MSriposl, 
Mono, Sierra, and Alpine Counties because' of the small numbers of 
high school graduates. However, data for these counties are in- 

1 eluded in the, "Total" figures. J ' • • . 
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APPENDIX C 



PERCENTAGES OF MEN AND WOMEN ENROLLED AS FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 
. * IN* EACH OF THE PUBLIC SEGMENTS OF CALIFORNIA' HIGHER 
" EDUCATION , jiY COUNTY AND YEAR (l^AtfD 1980) 



Explanatory " Note 




Percentages were obtained for men and wom§n separately beginning in 
Fall 1977, using data- described an Appendix* B. /Since information 
about the proportions of male and female graduates from 'private high 
-schools was incomplete, it w^s necessary to m$ce estimates for some 
counties / "* \ * 
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5 APPENDIX C 

„ • v • PERCENTAGES OF MEN AND WOMEN ENROLLED AS FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 
IN EACH OF THE PUBLIC SEGMENTS OF CALIFORNIA HIGHER 
EDUCATION, BY COUNTY AND YEAR (1977 AND 1980) 

Percentage Enrolled As First-Time Fres\men 







University 
of 

California 


Cal4fornia 
-State 
University 


-California 
Community 
Col 1 eaes 

WW f 1 WM WW 


4 

Total 


County 


Sex 


1977 


1980 • 


1977 .1980 


1977 1980 


1977 


1980 


Los 'Angeles- 


.Male 
Female 


6.1% 
.5.8 


6.7% 
6.3 


9.6% 
10.4 


9.8% 
11.1 


40.9% 41.9% 
40.2 40.5 


56.6% 58.5% 
56.4 57.9 


Orange " 


Male 
Female 


5.8 
-5.1 


5.9 
6.4 


7.7 
8.6 


9.1 
10.9 


48.0 50.3, 
47.7 50.5 


6^.5 
61.4 


65.4 
67.8 


San Diego - 

* 


Male 
Female 


5.9 
5.6 


6.0 
6.1 


5.8 
6.1 


8.6 . 
9.0 < 


44:5' 46.1 
45.3 45.3 


56.2 
57.0 


60*7 
60.4 


Santa Clara 


Male 
Female 


5.9 
5.7 


7.7 
7.3 


10.0 
10.9 


10.3 . 
11.6 


37.8 34.3 
39.4 34.9 


53.7 
'56.0 


52.^3 
53.9 


\l Alameda 


Male 
Female 


7.3 
6.4 ' 


7.8 

. 7.5 


' .8.4 
9.5 


8.1 
10.0 


41.5 36.3 
41.4 34.6 


' 57.2 
57.3 


f 

52.3 
52.1 


Sacramento 


Male 
Female- 


3.4 
3.8 


4.9 
4.7 


5.7 


7.9 
t 9.5' 


43.0 46.1 
46.7 48.2 


52.1 
57.9 


58.9 
62.5 


San 
4 Bernardino 


Male 
Female 


3.2 
2 6 


2.i 

O • X 


6.1 
5.8 


7.4 
7.6 


39.2 42.3 
41.4 ' 40.7 


48.5 
49.8 


52.5 
51.5 - 


Contra 
Costa 


Male 
Female 


9.1 
8.6" 


10.1 
9.9 


6.9 

8 3 


8.1 
9.8 


45.3 49.1 

43.4 ,44.1 


61.3 
60.3 


67.4 
63.8 


San Mateo 


Male 
Female 


6.1 
6.1 


. 9.0 
8.5 


6.8' 
7.5 


7.0 ' 
9.1 


47.1 (37.8) 
43.8 (40.3)- 


60.0 
57.4 


53.8' 
57.9 


Ventura {> 


Male 
Female 


3.3 
2.8 


4.5 
4.9 


4.5> 

3\ 5 


4.6 
5.2 


46.7 49^ 
45.6 51.5 • 


54.5 
51.9 


59.1. 
61.6 


Riverside * 


Male 
Fepale 


4.6 
5.0 


4.7 
5.4 


4.5 
4.9 


4.4 
5.2 


40.5 41.. 9 
•42.4 46.9 


49.6 
. 52.3 


51.0 
57.5 


' Fresno , m 


Male 
Female 


1.6 
1.3 


1.9 

2T.4 


11.3 
13.7 


12.8 
1'6.3 • 


40.1 40.0 
40.7 39.6 

* 


53.0 ' 
55.7 


54.7 
58.4 

* 


* 


* 
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APPENDIX 0 (Continued) 

f 

Percentage Enrolled As First-Tiote Freshmen 
University-, California California 



of 



Sts^te 







'California, 


University ' 


Colleges 


Total 


County ' 


Sex ; 


1977 


1980" 


1977 


1980 


1977 


1980 
* * 


1977 


1980 


San 

Francisco 
» 


Hale 
Female 


8.4% 
7.8 


9.0% 
9.3 


11.5% 11.1% 
14.9 15.7 


43.8% 43.7% 
44.6 41.8 


63.7% 63.7% 
67.3 66.9 


Kern 
* 


Hale 
Female 


2.3 
1,5 


3.4 
3.4 


6.1 
7.8 


5.2 
7.7 


{47. 7) (48. 4) 
(47. 7) (44. 3) 


56.1 
57.0 


57.0 
55.4 


ISanfa 
Barbara * • 


Hale 
Female 


5.7 
4.8 


8.5 
6.5 


5.1 
5.6 


5.2 
5. a 


47.4 
50.7 


52.6 
55.1 


58.2 
6-1.1 


' 66.3 
66.8 


San Joaquin 


Hale^ 2.4 * 
Female 2.4 


3.0 
3.6 • 


2.5 
2.8 


2.8 
4.0 


56.0 
51.9 


6r.i 

57.7 


60.9 
57.1 


67.0 
65.3 


Sonoma 


Hale 
Female 


2 4 .1 
2.3 


3.8 
3.1 


3.7 
3.2 


4.1 

^PMr— - 


40.3 
- 47.6 


39.6 
49.1 


46.1 
53.1 


47.5 
56.6 


Marin 


Hale 
Female 


11.8 
10.5 


13.1 " 
14.1 


8.0 
6.5 


8.5 
9.1 


44.0 
45.0 


39.1 
41.5 


83.8 
62:0 


60.7 
64.7 


Monterey 

- c 


Hale 
Female 


5.9 
4.8 


5.9 
6.0 


4.6 
5.1 


5.4 
• 4.1 


59.9 
58.1 

t 


48.2 
51.7 


,70.4 
68.0 


59.5 
61.8 


Stanislaus 

e 


Hale 
Female 


2.4 
0.7 


1.2 
1.0 • 


4.4 
5.4 


5.7 
5.7 


54.4 
48.6 


36.6 
34.0 


61.2 
54.7 


43.5 
40.7 


Tulare 


Hale 
Female 


1*6 
1.3 


1.8 
1.4 


2.3 
2.2 


3.9 
4.2 • 


38.9 
52.5 


47.9 
50.1 


42.8 
56.0 


53.7 
55.7 


««-» 

Solano 


Hale 
Female 


3.6 
3.2 


6.1 . 
4.7 


4.4 
5.2 


6.7 . 
4.8 


43.5 
41.8 


39.9 
40.7 


51.5 
50.2 


52.7 
50. '2 


Santa Cruz 


Hale 
female 


4.8 
4.8 


5.6~ 
6.0 


3.3 
2.3 


5.1 
• 3.9 


.46.9 
*49.6 


46.5 
49.5 


55.0 
56.7, 


57.2 ' 
59 X 


tterced 

• 


Hale 
Female 


1.8- 
1.7 


3.1 
1.7 


5.9 
.6-3 


4.8 
•9.6 


59.3 
53.9 


/58.3 
60.1 


67.0 
61.9 


66.2 
71.4 • 


Humboldt 


Hale 
Femalja 


2.0 

z.s 

h 

2.4 
2.1 


1.9 
2.8 


6.3 
8.6 


* 8.9 
11.1 


31.3 
35.-6 


(27.6) 
(33.0) 


39.6 
46.7 


*3§.4 
46.9 


Placer 


Hale 1 
Female 


3.4 
4.0 


3.2 
3.8 


3.3 
3.0 


42.0 
40.8 


'49.2 
48.3 


' 47.6 
46.7 


56.0 
50.0 


San Luis 
Obispo 


Hale 
Female 


1.7 
1.6 


1.6 
4.1 


9.2 
9.9 

-48- 


7.8 
8.5 


46.4 
44.6 


46.6 
47.2 


57.3 
56.1 


55.9 
57.8 



APPENDIX C (Continued) 
Percentage Enrolled As First-Time.Freshm/n 



University* 
of 

California 



California 

State 
University 



California 
Community 
Colleges 



Total 



ERLC 



[ 

County 


Sex 


1977 


1980 


1977 


1980* 


1977 1980 


. 1977 


~Tf8Q 


Bujtte 


Hale 
Female 


2.6% 
3.1 


3.2% 
2.8 


11.4% 10.1% 
9.5 1£.2 


-35.2% 39.8% 
39.8 44.6 


49.2% 53.1% 
52.4 63.6 


Shasta 


Hale 
Female 


1.8.. 
1.6 


2.1 
. 1.1 


1.9 

2.4' 


3.0 
3.3 


(51.4)(48.5) 
(60.0)(60.0) 


51.1 
• 64^ 


53.6 
64.4 


Yolo 


Hale 
Female 


9.7 
11.2 


11.1 
12.2 


9.9 
11.8 


7.6 
11.0 


31.0 30.3 
40,7 33.4 


50.6 
63.7 


48.9 
56.6 


Imperial 


Hale 
Female 


v 3.8 
2.6 


2.3 
1.7 


3.2 
3.9 


3.2 

3.8, 


46.1 49.3 
47.9 47.6 


53.1 
' 54.4 


54.8 
53.1 


Napa 


Hale 
Female 


3,5 
3.1 


5.4 

5.1 - 


2.8 
- 4.2" 


4.7 
4.8 


48.4 (50.1) 
50.1 (53.3) 


54.7 
57.4 


60.2 
63.2 


Kings 


Male 
Female 


1.5 
1.0 


2.0 
1.1 


4.9 
5.2 


7.6 
6.1 


51.8 40.2 
38.4 46.5 


. 44.6 


53.7 


Mendocino 


Hale 
Female 


2.2 
1.9 


2.3 
3.3 


6.2 
4.6 • 


8.7 
6.9 


36.8 27.9 
41.0 38.1 


45^2 
47'. 5 


38.9 
48.3 


H$. Dorado 


Hale 
Female 


4.3 
2.7 


5.4 
4.1 ' 


7.5 
7.0 


7.8 
9.0- 


37.0 (30.6) 
40.4 (34.2) 


48.8 
50.1 

f 


43.8 
47.3 


Sutter 


Hale * 
Female 


1.6 
2.7 


6.9 • 


3.6 
. 2.7 


3.8 
'7.3 


56.0 51.7 
56.4 52.9 


61.2 
61.8 


'62.4 
65.3 


Yuba 


Male' 
> Female 


4.1 
4.2 


2.1 
1.2 


1.8 

2.3. 


3.3 
3.1 


(58.2) 38.0 
(64.0) 61.5 


64.1 
70.5 


43.4 
65.8 


Siskiyou 


Hale 
Female 


0.8 
2.0 


2.1 
2.9 


6.7 
6.4 


4.8 
6.2 


43.5 (36.4) 
52.8 (45. 6) 


51.0 
61.2 


* 

43.3* 
54.7 


Tehama 

* 


Hale 
Female 


1.2 ' 


1.6 
1.1 


4.1 
5.2 


4.7 - 
9.9 

V 


44.6 (31.1) 
60.2 (50.3) 


50.5 
• 66,. 6 


37.4 ' 
61:3 


Madura 


Hale 
Female 


0.3 
1.0 


1.6 
1.9 . 


8.0 
11.6 


11.7 
12.1 


43.4 49.4 
40.7 39.0 


51.7. 
53.3 


62.8 
52.9 

• 


Nevada ^ 


. Hale 
Female 


0.8 
1.6 


3.1 
2.5 


4.9 
5.2 


2.7 
6.5 ' 


36.0 42.3 
38.9 42.3 


^ 41.7 
45.7 


48.1 
51,4 


Tuolumne 


Hale 
Female 

* 


3.1 
1.7 


2.4 
5.6 


' 6.7 
9.4 

-47- 


5.4 
7.9" 


34.4 34.1 
43.9 46.1 


44.2- 
55.0 


ft 

42.0 
59.5 
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APPENDIX C (Continued) 



Percentage Enrolled As First-Time Freshmen 



« 




University 
of 

California 


California 

State 
University 


Cal i form' a 
Community, 
Colleges 


Total 


County 


Sex 


1977 


1980 


1977 


1980 


1977 1980 


1977 


>980 


Lake 


Male 
Female 


2.6% 
0.6 


3.4%^ 
2.5 


5.9% 
6.3 


6.7% 
. 8.6 


*(35. 4%) 35. 9% 
(49.8)- 40.9 


43.9%' 46.1% 
56.7 52.0 


Glenn 


Hale 
Female 


1.1 
1.7 


7.6 
3.9 ' 


2.3 
9.0 


5.5 
12.9 


41.2 41.7 
44.4 49.0 


44.6 
55.1, 


54.9 
65.8 


Inyo 


Hale 
Female 


2.1 
1.5 


3.4 
1.9 


6.3 
3.6 


2.5 
11.1 


25.9 30.2 
40.1 50.0 


34.3 
45.2 


36.1 
63.0 


Lassen. 


•Male 
Female 


2.2 
0.8 


0.6 
0.8 


'4.5 
1.5 


' 0.7 
5.0 


(45.81(60.2) 
(64.0>(44.8) 


52.5 
66.3 


61 5 
50.6 


San Beiito 


Hale 
Female 


3.2 
0.0 


,2.7 
2.9 ■ 


4.1 
6.2 


7.3 
5.1 


43.9 45.4 
39.8 39.0 


51.2 
46.0 


55.5 
47.0 


Del Norte 


Hale 
Female 


2.4 
1.8 


0.0 
■1.2 


7.1 
7.1 


7.0 
9.5 


22.6 (15.2) 
*20.4 (40.0) 


32.1 
29.3 


22.2 
50.7 


PI nmoq 


Mai a 

Female 


2:4 
0.7 


2.0 
0.0 . 


4.8 
14.4 


5.4 
13.2 ' 


54.0 37.1 
24.5 35.7 


61. 2-- 
39.6 


44.6 
48.8 


Calaveras 


Hale 
.Female 


1.4 

.0.0 


1.7 
2.0 


5.6 
10.3 


"to 
7.3 


, 34.3 *30.1 
*39.3 36.0 


41.3 
49.6 


43.4 
45.3 


Amador 


Hale 
Female 




3.7 
2.6. 




6.5 
6.1 


— 31.5 
-- 31.3 




41.7 
40.0 


TOTAL 

4 


Hale 
Female 


5.4 
'5.0 


6.0 
5.9 


7. ,6 ' 
8.4 


8.7 
•10.0 


43.2 43.1 
43.4 42.9 


56.2 
56.8 


57.8 
58.8 



% 
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' ' APPENDIX D 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF 1979 GRADUATES OF PUBUC CALIFORNIA 
HIGH SCHOOLS, -AND 1980 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN AT THE UNIVERSITY 
OF CALIFORNIA, THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, 
AND THE CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES, BY COUNTY AND SEX 

« 

y 



. * • Explanatory Notes 

1. Rows of percentages in Appendix D add to 100 iy excluding, the 
column of "Ethnic Data Missing," However, the numbers in the 
column to the left of the percentages include students whose 
ethnicity was not reported. The ethni'c distribution of high 
school graduates in the various counties may be compared with 
that of students from those counties who enrolled in each 
segment as first-time freshmen* 

2. Ethnic data for public high school graduates in 1979 were 
obtained from a special report prepared by the State 
Department of Education. Ethnic data were not available for 
graduates in 1980. Therefore, cautiontoeeds to be exercised 
in comparing the ethnic distribution^of 1979 high school 
graduates aad'*1980 college and university freshmen. 

Furthermore, ethnic data were unavailable for some or all 
. graduates of 19 high school districts, or for about 2.5 
percent of all high school graduates in 1979. 'Santa Barbara 
and Santa Cruz Counties reported data for fewer than 20 
percent of their graduates. Dashes (— ) in the "Ethnic Data 
Missing" column indicate that the ethnicity of all 1979 
graduates, appears to have been accounted for. 

3. Ethnic data for first-time freshmen age 19 and under in each 
of the three public segments were obtained from student data 

-tapes submitted to the Commission by* the segments. In 
counties where fewer than 50 high school graduates enrolled 
in the University or the State University, data have been 
combined for the two sexe's or segments, or botl*. When the 
total number was less than 50, dashes ( — ) have beten entered 
for the ethnic minority groups in pla<ie of percentages, but 
with a percentage entered for the majority "white" groups. 

4. Attention is called to the high percentage of "Ethnic Data 
Missing" for State University students in many counties, 
particularly Sacramento, San Mateo, San Francisco, Contra 
Costa, Marin, Solano, Sonoma, and Santa Clara. 
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— APPENDIX 0 

< * 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF 1979 GRADUATES OF PUBLIC CALIFORNIA" 
HIGH SCHOOLS, AND 1980 FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN AT THE'UNIVERSITY 
OF CALIFORNIA, 'THE" CALIFORNIA STATE. UNIVERSITY, 
AND THE CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES, By COUNTY AND SEX 

(In Percents) 

Amer- t Ethnic 
Seg- ' ican Fill- His- Data • 

County ' ment Sex Number Indian Asian pi no Black panic White Missing 



Los 

Angeles 


HS 


M 

F 


37,900 
37,826 


0.3% 
0.3 


6.0% 
5'. 8 


0.3*16.5% 
0.3 17.6 


21.2% 
21.3 


55.7% 
54.7 


* 0.4% 
0.4 " 




UC 


M 

F 


*2,557 
2,614 


0.5 
0.3 


• 17.9 • 
16.8 


2.4 
2.2 


4.3 
8.8 


8.3 
7.1 


66.6 
64-8 


7.0 
5.7 


« 


CSU 


H 
F 


3,739 
4,618 


0.6 
1.1 


10*. 8 
10.5 


2.4 
, I- 8 


11.0 
15.8 


16.1 

K 7 
1J . / 


59.1 

JJ . L 


24.1 

95 ft 




CCC 


M 

F 


14,424' 
15,136 


1.9 
1.5 


5.2 
3.9 


1.5 
1.2 


15.1 
17.0 


22.1 
22.3 


54.2 
54.1 


17.4 
16.2 


Orange 


HS 


M 

F 


12,334 
12,^5 


0.2 
0.4 


3.4 
3.2 


0.2 
0 2 


• 0.8 
0 9 


r 

J. 9 
8.4 


87.5 
86.9 


2.7 
2.8 




UC 


M 

F 


741 

AAA 

828 


0.6 
0.8 


12.2 
» 12 .3 


1.0 
1.7 


0.4 
1.6 


6.8 
- 6.6 


79.0 
77.0 


8.2 
15^5 




CSU 


M 

F 


1,138 
1,405 


1.1 
0.8 


6.9 
6.6 . 


0.5 
0.6 


0.5 
0.8 


6.9 
6.7 


84.1 
84.5 


18.0 
16.5 




CCC 


M 

F. 


6,277 
6,485 


1.7 
1.5. 


3.7 
2.9 


0.8 
0.6 


1.0 
1.2 


< ,<. 
9.1 
7.6 


83.7 
86.2 


7.1 
5.8, 


San Diego 


HS 


M 

F 


9,327. 
9,597 


0.4 
\ 0.4 


' 3.2 
3.2 


1.7 
1.9 


6.1 
6.3 


12.2 
12.5 


76.4 
75.7 


2.0 
2.0 




UC 


M 
F 


59^ 
648 


0.3 
0.3 


8.8 
7.7 


7.6 
6.0 


2.0 
3.5 


3.8 
6.9 


77.5 
75.6 


6.2 
4.0 




CSU 


M 
F 


844 , 
961 


a.o 

0.9 


6.9 
4.6 


6.2 
5.5 


4.0 
4,2 


8.0 
7.3 


73.9 
77.. 5 


\ 

17.5 
16.4 




'ccc 


M 

F 


4,546 
4,844 

> 


1.4 
1.3 


4.6 
3.6 


1.5 
1.3 


6.2 
8.2 


11.2 
11.4 
> 


75.1 
74.2 


4.9 
3.9 
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APPENDIX D .(.Continued) 
Amer- 



Ethnic 



\ 



0 

County 

• 


. Se 9" 

ment Sex Number 


icefn 

Indian Asian 


Pi 1 1" 

£ino 


Black 


His- 
panic 


White 


f"\ tm 4- tm 

Data 
Missing 


Santa 
Clara 


HS 


M 
F 


8,050' 
8,573 


0.5% 
0.7 


. 5.2% 
5.0 


1 fat 
1.1% 

1.1 


SS /A/ 

3.4% 
3.3 


12.6% 
13.0 


77 . 2% , 
76s9 


5.4% 
5.4 




UC 


M 
F 


631 
618 


0.0 
0.3 


13.2 
13.3 * 


% 1.3 
1.8 


1:2 

1.2 


4.1 
2.7 


30.2 
80.5 


6.3 
5.2 




CSU 


M 
F 


848 

976 a 
i 


1.9' 
. 0.6 


10.4 
9.6 


' 1.6- 
3.3 


2.8. 
3.3 


11.9 
7.3 


71.4 
75.9 


33.4 
28.5 


i 


ccc 


M 
F 


•> 

2-, 819 
2,931 


1.4 
1.2 


5.1 
3.9 


1.4 
1.4 


2.6 
2.5 


9.4 
9 .5 


80.1 
81.5 


11.1 
9.0 


Alameda 


HS 


M 
F 


6,043 
6,073 


0.7 
0.8 


5.8 
5.4 


2.2 
2.1 


19.7 
19.6' 


10.5 
9.7 


61.1 
62.4 






DC 


M 
F 


%80 

50*5 


0.0 

0.4, 


23.5 
17.0 


3.8 
3.4 


6'.5 
10.7 


6.5 
5.3 


59.7 
63.2 


7.1% 
5.7 


• 


CSU 


M 
F 


501 
671 


3.3 
1.0 


10.2 
9.0 


3.6 
2.6 


11.1 • 
17.0 


7.5 
4.7 


64.3 
65.4 


16.8 
27.3 




CCC 


M 
F 


2,224 
2,309 


2.8 
2.6 


*** 

7.1 
6.3 


1.6 
2.2 


-ap.i 

SO'. 9 


8.1 
9.1 


50.3 . 
48.8 


6.4 
5.2 


Sacramento 


HS 
UC 


M 
F 

M 
F 


4,695 " 
4,495 

236 
229 


1.5 
1.5 

0.0 
0.9 


5.2 
4.9 

18.0 
9.8 


1.1 
0.8 

0.9 
1.4 


8.9 
10.6 

\t 
4.5 

4.2 


8.1 
9.8 

5.4 
2.8 


75.2 
72.4 

71.2 
80.9 


10.2 
10.0 




CSU 


M 
F 


379 
462 


1.5 
1.6" 


9.3 
10.8 


1.5 
1.6 


7.7 
6.0 


7.8 
4.8 


72.2 
75.2 


48.8 
45.9 




CCC 


M 
F 


2,212 
3,212 


1.3 
1.4 


7.3 
6.4- 


1.1 
1'. 0 


11.2- 
12.0 


8.5 
8.2 


70.6 
71.0 


6.9 
6.3 


San 4 

Bernardino 


HS 


F - 


4,395 
4,721 


0.9 
0.8 


1.1 
1.1 


0.2 
.0.2 


6.3, 
7.0 


15.8 
16.2 


75.7 
74.7 ' 


0.7 

0.7 


• 


*uc 


M 
F 


127 
160 


1.7 

' 0.7 


8.4 
7.2 


1 7 

1.3 


l • 3 

3.3 


7.8 


11 o 

11.5 

79.7 


0. J 

4.4 


1 

• 


CSU 


M 
F 


339 
392 


,1.9 
0.7 


3.4 
3.1 


0.4 
0,0 


5.7 
10.6 


13.6 
14.6 


75.0 
71/0 


22.1 
25.3 ; 




CCC 


M 
F 


1,926 
2,082 


1.4 
1.2 


1.3 ■ 
1.3 


0.3 
0.3 r 


8.8 
7.6 


.16.1 
16.1 


72.1 
73.5 


.6.2 
5.7 
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APPENDIX 0 (Continued) 



Countv 


Seg- 
ment 


Sex Number 


Amer- 
ican 

Indian Asian 


Fili- 
pino 


Black 


His- 
pan 1 c 


wm ue 


Ethnic 
. Data 

pi i SS I ny 


Contra 


HS 


M 
r 


4,283 . 
4,437 


0.2% 
, 0.2 


3.5% 
3.5 


0.9% 7.2% 
' 0.9^ 9.6. 


5.3% 

* J . O 


82.9% 

OA O 






UC 


M 

F 


426 ' 
458 

L 


0.2 
0.0 


13.1 
9.9 


1,5 
0.9 


1.7 
3.J2 

V 


3.7 ■ 
3.0 


79.8 
83.0 


4.9% 
5.0 




CSU 


M 

F 


J 341 
458 


0.9 ' 
0.6 


4.0 
2.8 


1.4 
0.6 


4.0 
8.1 


3.6 
2.8 


86.1 
85.1 


34.6 
30.3 




CCC 


M 

F 


2,057 
2,039 


1.3 
1.3 


■ 3.0 
2.5 


0.1 
0.1 


10.8 * 
9 4 


4.8 

,5.6 


-80.0 
81.1 


3.4 ' 

; 2.7 


San Mateo 


^HS 


M 
F 


3{192 
3,243 • 


0.2 
0.1 


6.6 


2.8 
'3.0 


6.6 
6.8 


9.4 

O . O 


74.4 

/3 .5 


4 




UC 


M 

F 


299 
311 


0.3 
0.0 


15.0 
13.7 


2.4 
3.1 


'3.0 
1.4 


5.2 
4.1 


74.1 
77.7 


4.3 
6.1 




CSJ 


M 

r 


234 
331 


0.9 - 
0.0 


6.4 
6.3 


0.9 
0.0 


3.7 
3.5 


6.5 
4.2 


81.6 
85.9 


53.4 
57.1 




CCC 


M 

F 


(1,305). 
(1,411) 


(0.8) 
(0.4) 


(7.5) 
(5.9) 


(2.6) 
(2.4), 


(6.2) 
(6.5) 


(8'. 9} 
(10.4) 


(74.0) 
(74.3) 


(1.0) 
(1.1) 



Ventura 



HS_ 


M 

F 


3,128 
3,113 


0.9 
0.9 


2.0 

2.3, 


0,7 
0.7 


2.1 

2.3 - 


14.8 
13.4 


79.5 
80.4 


0.2 
0.2 


UC 


M 

F 


152 
171 


0.0 
0.0 


6.2 
5.6- 


3.4 
4.3 


2. .8 
1.2 


17.9 
12.3 


69.7 
76.6 


4.6 
5.3 


CSU 


M ' 
F 


155 
182 


1.6 • 
0.7 


4.8 
3.5 


0.0 
0.7 


1.6 
3^ 


13.4 
9.3 


•78.6 
82.3 


18.7 
22.5 


CCC 


M 

F 


1,688 
1,780 


2.2 
1.6 

* 


1.9 
2.2 


2.3* 

_1.8 • 


3.0 
2.8 


17.5 
17,3 


73.1 
74.3 


4.8 
4.7 



1 Riverside 
t 



HS 


M 


3,027 


0.6 


1.7 


0.2 


6.9 * 


18.3 


7.2.3 






F 


3,332 


.0.8 


1.4 


0.2 


7.0 


17.9 


72.7 " 




UC 


M 


150 


1.4 


2.7. 


1.4 


J 6.2- 


9.6 


78.7 


2.7 




F 


190 


1.1 


3.8 


2.7' 


4.4 


9.8 


78.2 


3.7 


CSU 


' M 


141 ' 


0,8 


3.3 


0.8 


8.5 


9.2 


77.4 


15.7 




F 


186 


2.1 


1.4 


0.7 


11.8 


16.6 


• 67.4 


• 22.6 


CCC 


M 


1,329 


2.0 


0.8 


0.9 


9.5 


16.4 


70.4 


3.5 




F 


1,663 


'2.1 


,1.2 


0.4 


8.9 


19.0- 


62.4 


3.3 
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County 
Fresno 




V5 

Seg- 
ment Sex Number' 



APPENDIX^CContinued) 
An 



HS 
UC 
CSU 
CCC 



M 
F 

M 
F 

M' 
F 

M 
F 



3,056 
3,118 

60 
83 

• 410 
554- 

1,281 
1,344 



3.4%- 
3.2 



Amer- 
ican 

Vfrian Asian 

o.ra 
0.7V 

O.Oi 22.8 
0.0'] 11.7 

0.9 a 6.2 
5.3 



1.4 
1.3 



3.4 
2.0 



Fili- 

ino Black 



0.5% 6.3% 
0.5 5.9' 



1.8 
1.3 

0.6 

o:6 

0.8 
0.6 



3.5 
5.2 

3.9 
8.3 

7.0 
8.1* 



H,is- 
panic 

25.3% 
25.9 

14.0 
11.7 

17.3 
17.7 

26.8 
26.2 



Ethnic 
Data 
White Hissing 

63.8% --. 
63.8 



57.9 
70.1 



5.0%, 
7.2 



71.1 18.0 

67.0 15.3 

j60.6 , 7.-0 

61.8 * 6.6 



San 

Francisco 


HS 


M 
F 


1,981 
1,881 


0.4 
0.3 


34.5 
35.9 


8.5 
■10.2 


20.8 - 
22.7 


14.2 
13.0 


21.6 
17.9 






UC 


M 
F 


% 234 
260 


0.0 
0.0 


39.7 
42.2 


5.5 
6.6 


5.9 
4.5 


6.9 
3.7 


42.0 
43.0 


6.4 
6.2 


* 


CSU 


M 
F 


289 
437 


0.0 
0.0 


22,4 
14.6 


4.1 
2.1 


30.6 
33.3 


4.1 
2.1 


38.8 
47.9 


83.0 
89.0 




CCC 


M 
I 


1,136 
1,164 


0.4 
0.5 


38.8 
33.2 


8.3 
■11.7 


15.0 
17.6 • 


12.0 
12.2 


25.5 
24.8 


8.2 
8.2 



Kern 



HS 


• M 


2,177 


0.8 


1.1 


1.1 


5.6 


20.3 


71.1 






F 


2,281 


0.6 


. 0.7 


1.2 


7.1 


19.3 - 


71.1 




UC 


M 


75 


0.0 


16.4 


4.1 


1.4 


9.6 


68.5 


2.7 




F 


81 


1.3 


14.1 


1.3 


1.3 


10.2 


71.8 


3.8 


CSU 


M 


113 


1.1 


3.3 


2.2 


5.4 


16.3 


71.7 


18.6 




F* 


183 


3.2 


0.0 


4.5 


4.5 


19.5 


68.3 


15.8 


CCC 


M 


1,309 


2.1 


0.8 


0.8 


6.8 


16.2 


73.3 


• 4.1 




F 


1,544 


2.5 


0.9 


1.2 


8.2 


18.0 


69.2 


3.4 



Rir 



San 


HS 


■M 


1,749- 


0.8- 


5.1 


2.4 


6.3 


29*3 


Joaquin 




F 


1,750 , 


0.7 


5.0 ' 


2.8 


5.8 


20.7 




UC 


M 


57 


0.0 


20 :o 


3.7 


1.8 


1.8 






F 


* 69 


1.6 


19.0 


; 1.6 


' 1.6 


1.6 




CSU 


M 


53 v 


0.0 


13.5 


0.0 ■ 


2.7 


.10.8 






F 


77 


3*. 4 


3.4 


6.8 


3.4 


11.9 














J. 








CCC 


M 


1,148 


0.8 


3.9 


2.7 


7.5 


18.4 






F 

* 


1,109 


1.5 


4.1 


3.7 


5.9 


17.8 




I 
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# 


























53 

























65.1 
,65.0 

72.7 
74.6 

73.0 
71.1 



3.5 
8.7 

30.2 
23.4 



66.7 12.5 
67 4 .0 U1.8 



i 



.4' 



r 



APPENDIX 0 (Continued) 



County ment 



Seg- 
ment Sex Number 



Amer- , - , Ethnic 

ican * Fili- His- Data 

- Indian Asian pino |31'ack panic - White Hissing 



ERLC 



Santa 


HS 


M 


1,815 


0.5% 


3.2% 


0,9% 


3.7% 


17 6% 


74 rx 


* 82 6^ 


Barbara 




F 


1,714 


0.3 . 


2.6 


1.0 


4.7 


13.0 


78.4 


82.6 




UC 


M 


156 


0.0 


6.8 


1.4 


0.7 


10.3 


80.8 


% 6M 


* 




F 


127 


0.9 


8.8 


— w 

1TT9 


"■2.6 


6.1 


80.7' 


10.2 




CSU 


M 


95- 


1.4 


5.6 


0.0 


5.6 


12.8 


74.6 ' 


25.'3 


• 




F 


101 


0.0 


6.2 


0.0 


5.0 


6.2, 


82.6 


20 r 8 „ 




. CCC 


M 


968 


z.i ' 


1.9 


1.3 


4.6 


16.1 


74.0 


. 5.6 




* 


F 


1,081' 


1.3 


7 


0.9 


3.3 


15.8 


r 76.7 


6.5 


Sonoma 


HS 


M 


1,657 


1.0 * 


I 


0 3 


1 2 


5 6 


on > 


lift 






F 


1,708 


0.9 


1.7 


0.3 


1.4 


5.7; 


*90.0 


11.8 

<* 




UC 


M 


63 . 


' 0.0 


3.3 


0.0 


0.0 


5.0 


91.7 


.4T8 






r 


55 


1.9 


1.9 


1.9 


0*0 


0.0 • 


94.3 


3.6 


\ 


CSU 


M 


68 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 . 


4.6 


11.6 


.83.7 


36.8 






F 


79 


1.7" 


1.7 


1.7 


5.2 • 




81.1 


26.6 




ccc 


. M 


645 


1.5 


1.6 


0.3 


1.8 


3.6 


91.2 


5.0 






F 


878 


2.0 


2.1 


0.2 


i:8 


3.9 


89.9 


• 4.1 


Mar in 


HS* 


M 


1,567 


0.6 


1.7 


0.1* 


1 7 


•j . <j 










' F 


1,436 


0.5 




0.1 


1.6 • 


2.7 


93.4 


— 




UC 


M 


206 


0.0 


6:7 ' 


1.0 


0.0 


2.1 


•90.2 


.5.8 • 






F' 


222 


0.0 


2.8 


1.4' 


1.9 


1.9 


92.0 


3,6 




CSU 


M 


133 




3.6 


0.0 


1.2 


0.0 


94; 0. 


36.8 ' 






F . 


143 


o.cfP 


2.1 


0.0 


2.1 


3, v 0 


92.8 


32.2 




ccc 


It 


611 


1.7 


2.2 


0.7 


3.4 


2.0 


90.0 


3.8 






F- 


647 . 


1.0 


1^8 


0.2 


2.8 


2.7 


91.5 


5.6 


Monterey 


HS 


M 


1,173 


0.5 


• 

5.6 


4.3 


5.0 


> 

19 „0 


65.6 


~ m 






F 


1,225 


0.7 
t 


6.2 


6.2 


5.7 


18.5 


62.7 






UC' 


M 


81 


• 0.0 


9 3 


5 3 


t 

0 n 


ft fl 


77 L 
II. 1 * 


7 A 






F 


88 


1\2 


"10.7 


1.2 


2.4 


. 7.1 


77.4 


4.5 




CSU 


M . 


75 


0.0 


5.4 


0.0- 


5.4 


7.4 


81.8 


26.7 




* 


F 


60' 


0.0 


6.2 


0.0 


12.6 


8.3 


72.9 


20.2 




ccc 


M 


665 


1.8 


4.7 


6.2 


6.2 


18.2 


62.9 


7.8 






F 


751 


0.9 


4.3 


4.5 


8.6 


15.3 


66.4 • 


- 8.5 

• 


« * » 
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> 














s 




54 













APPENDIX D (Continued) 



. Seg- . 
County flient Se\ Number 



Stanislaus HS 



M 1,395* 
1,462 



uc 



M 
F 



18 
18 




• 


csu 




'83. 






F 


104 


". # * 


ccc 


M 


533 


* ♦ 




£ 


•J 




•> 


M 








F ■ 


1,420 




UC; 




44 




csu 


M : 


51 




* 




oz 




ccc 


Tf * 


633 




• 


F • 


736 


/ 








^ Solars 


AS 


M , 


1,186 


\ ■ 


■v 


■.F . 


1,255* 




4 

-uc, 


h 


.79 








v 7fl 


t 


csu 


M 


86 






F 


71 




ccc 




' 512 






r • 


607 


Santa Cruz 


-HS 


M 


847 




- *v 


F 


862 




uc 


M 


55 






F 


60 












csu 




50 






• * « 


. .39 
• * 




ccc " 


M 


4S9 






• F' 


496 



Amer- 
ican 



Fili- 



His- 



Indian AsTan" pi no Black panic White . 

1.7% 1.2% ' 0:2% 1.0% 12.7% 83.2%* 
- 1.4 l.'l 0.2 1.1 13.5 82.7 

'— — ' 81f3 
- 94.4 



Ethnic 
Data 
Hissing 



0.0- 
3.3 

4.6 
2.2 



1.7 
1.1 



0.0 

o.p 

2.1 
2.4 

xi 

0.9 

0.0 
0.0 

1.9 s 
0.0 

1.5 
1.3 



7.5 
.3 




2.8 



1.2' 
0.8 



» 0..0 
\0.0 

"0.0 
0.6 



0.7 
1.2 



0.0 
2.2 

1.3 
2.8 



> 



1.9 
1.3 



7.5 
4.4 

9.3 
9.5 



,27.8' 
25.8 



•85.0 
•86.8^ 

80.8 
82.1 



0.0. 10.2 



6:0- 5.1 20.5 



5.6 ' 5.6V-.0.0. 
2.0j ^0.0 . "2.0. 



33.2 55.6 
43:i* 152.9 




1.2 
0.9 



5.3 
4.8- 

12.0 
6.3 

7.5 
4.1 

4.9 
2.5 



0.9- 1 -3v8 
0.9 1.9 



4.8 17.5 

3.6, 15.7 

• 9.3, 17.3 
1*2.7 .12.7 

5.7 22.6 

'4.1 16,3 

•5.1* 20\6 

6.5 21.4 



25.4 
24.5 



66.6 
69.4 



9.2 
8.0 



' 5.1 
10. '0 




0.0 

0:0 


2.6 
2.7 


1.7 
1.9 


tt..4 
0.8 


20.6 
16.4 


74.7 , 
78.2 


0.0 
0.0. 


11.5 
" 13.8 


0.0 


0.0 
1.7 • 


2.0 
' 6.9« 


-86.5 
75.9 


%> 

576 


11.1 
7.1 


2.8 ' 
6.0 


2.8 
0.0 


5.5 
10.7, 


77.8 
78.6 


0.9 ' 
0^6 


2.2 
-2.0' 


■ 0.7 
1.6 


0.9 
2.0, 


10.2 
9.5 


85. ly 

84.3 



8or 

80.7 
' 5.5- 

- 3. a .. f 

28.0 
28,. 2 

2.2 
1.2. 



APPENDIX D (Continued^ 



Seg- 



ican 



Fili- 



His- 



County ment Sex Number Indian Asian pi-no B,1ack < panic 



Ethnic 
Oat«a 

White Missing 



* Merced 


HS 


M 


879 


, 0.6% 






. F 

- ' 


928 


0.2 




uc 


T 




• .0.0 




csu 


w 

n 


40 


5.9 


* 


N 


F 


91 


1.4 . 




ccc' 


M 


490 


1.7 




* * 


F 


571 


1:1 - 


Places 


HS 


M 


878 


• 0.7 ' 


- 


• 


F 


913 


r.2' 


* 


uc 


T 


67 


0.0 


• 


CSU 


T 


, 57 


5.3 




CCC 


M 




n 7 * 


< 




F 


447 


0.9 • 


Humboldt 


HS 


M 


681 / 


7.8> 


• 




F 


ff 


10.1 


— 


TTP 
UL 


T 




3.2 




CSU 


n 


61 


4 .'5 






F, 


71 


3.8 

9 




CCC 


M » 
F 


44 9.3 * 
80 5 .1 


• * 








f 


'•San L\iis 


HS 


M 


781 " 


0^6 


Obispo * 




F 


787 


0.3 




S *UC 


T 


" 2$ 


•3'. 6 




CSU 


*M 


a' 60 


5.1 






F . 


* 69 


2.1 




cec", 


M 


35$ 


2.9' 






F 


385 


3.1 



2.7 
7.7 

8.8 

1..4 

2.2. 
l.i 

1.1 
0.9 

0.0 

0.7 
1.8 



,1.3 
0.3 



0.0 
K9 

0.0 
0.0 



2.4 
0.8 

3.6 

5.1- 
4.3 

1.9 
0.3 



0.0 8.6 19.4 
0.0 2.6. 10.2 



i: 



0 8.8 .14.7. 
4- 12.5. 19.4. 



0.9 6.8 
0.4 8.2 



0.0 
0.1 

3.0 

0.0. 

0.2 
0.0 



0.0 
0.3 



0.0 

.0.0* 

0.0 
0.0 



0.1 
0.1 



0.0- 
0.6. 

1.6 
1.8* 



0.2 
0.7 

1.5 

0.0 

2^1 
1.6 



0:6 
0.3 



6.5, 0;0 3.2 



2.3 
0.0 

2.3. 
1.3 



1.1 
1.0 



7.1 0.0 



0.0 
2.1 

3.5 
0.3 



22.3 
21.0 



' 7.3 
4.8 

10.6 

2.6 

4.7 
3'. 6 



2.3 
2.6 



0.0 

1.8- 

7.0 
3.7 



8.3 
10.5 



5.1 
6.4 

9.4 
13.0 



71.7% 
'69.1 

79.5 



7.1% 



61.8 1S.0 

63.9 < 20.9^ 

66.1 " 6.7 
67.4 x 6.5 



90.7 -4 
92.3 

77.3 1.5 ' 

92.1- ,33.3 



91.5 
92.1 



88.0 
86.4 



2.1 
1<3 



0.0 87.1 0.0 



93.2 27.9 
92.5 25.3 



81.4 
89.9 



87.5 
87.3 



0.0 85.7 



84.7 
85.1 

80,7 
81.5 



2.3 
1.3 



8.3 
8.4 

3.4 

35.0' 
31.9 

13.4 
15.8 

















- 








• *• 
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APPENDIX D (Continued) 


• 




f . 


* * 




County 


Seg- 
ment 


Sex Number 


Amer- ' 
' ican > 
Indian Asian 


F1H- 
. p_ino 


Black 


His- 
panic 


White 


Ethnic 
Data 
Missing 




Buttp 


HS 

* 


M 

F " 


720 
713 


2 7°L 
'2.4 


U • 

0.3 


0.0% 

0.0 


2.0% 
2.6 


4. { 6% 
4.0 


• 90.3% 
90.7 


22.6% 
22.5 


* ^ 




' uc 


.f* 


44 


' 0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


4.7 


0.0 


95.3 


2.3 


ft 

* 




csu 


-M 
F. 


76 
117 


5.4 
1.0 


3.6 
3.2 


0.0 
0.0 


1.8 
0.0 


10.7 
13.7 


78.6 
82 a 


26.3* 
18.8 






„ ccc * 


M 
F 


405 
454 


(0.0) 
(4.2) 


* 

(0.0.) 
(8.2) 


(0.0) 
(0.0) 


(0.0) 
(4.2) 


(3.5) 
(4.2) 


(96.5) 
(79.2) 


(0.0) 
(7.7) 


t 


Imperial 


HS 


M 
F 


622 
664 


0.8 
0.6 


2.9 ' 
1.7 


0.7' 
■0.9 


2.4 
2.1 


58.0 
62.8 


35.2 
31.9 


k 






UC 


T 


26 


0.0' 


29.2 - 


O 0 


4.2 


50.0 


16.6 


u 

7.7 






csu 


T , 


46 


0.0* 

« 


10.8. 


0.0 


2.7 


43.2 


43.2 


19.6 






ccc 


M . 

J. 


296 


1.1 


0.4 

1 0 


1.4 
0.6 


7.3 
3.9 


65.1 
62.1, 


24.7 
31.1 ' 


7.1 - 
8.6 


# 


Napa 


. HS 


M 
F 


564 
563 


0.3 
0.3' 


1.1 

0.5 


. o.i 

"0 9 


0.2 
0.4 


s 

. 4.6 
4.8 


92 ..9 
93.1 


• 

• 7.5 






uc 


T 


67 


0.0 


4.8 




0.0 


4:9 


85.5 






CSU 


T 


61 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


2.2 


9J.8 


24.6 •/ . 






ccc 


M 


444 


0.7 


1.0 


1.4 


0.2 


6.1 


90.6 


7.0 








F 


562 


1.0 


0.8 


1.5 


Q.6 


4.7 


91.4* 


7.3 




Yolo 

"4 


HS 

> 


F 


640 
694 


1.0 

- 1.5 • 


5.5 


0.0 
0.3 


1.3 
0.4 


13.5 
lte3 


78.7 
80.2 


.3.9 
3.8 


* 




uc 


M 
F 


73 
80 


0.0 

1.3^ 


J3.0 
7.8 


0.0 
6.0- 


0.0 
0.0 


7.3 
6.5 


19. r 
84.4 


5.5 
3.8 




> 

* • 


csu 


M 
F 


50 
72 


0.0 
2'. 5 


2.8 
5.0 • 


0.0 
2.5. 


2.8 

2.5- 


8.7 
>17.5 


85.7 
70.6 


30.7 
44.4 

• 




> 

* 


ccc 


M 
F 


200 
219 


0.6 
3.0 


2.9 
4,4- 


1.7 - 
1.0 


1.1 
0.5 


19.6 
20.2 


74.-1 
70.9 


7.5* - ' . 
6.4 








t 
» 


* 




-58- 


O i 




- 




> ■ 


ERIC 










% 















County 
Kings 



Seg- ' t 

roent..Sex Number 



APPENDIX 0 (Continue^ 
Amer- 

' ican" Fill- - His- 

Indian Asian pjno Black y panic White 



- HS 

UC 
CSU 
ccc 



El Dorado ' HS 



M 
F 

T 

T 

M 
F 



M 
F 



47.9 
499 

. 14 

62 



0.6V 0.4% 0.4% 3.6^24.4% 70.6% 
0.0 1.2 1.2 5.6 23.1 68.9 ■ 



2'.0 



6.0 .0.0 *4.0 £0.0 




1.7 
1.5 

J 
0.2 
0.4 



7.5 

8.0. 



0.0 
0.0 



11.6 
19.6 



'3.2 
2.0 



78.0 

78.0 

74.0 
67.4 



93.7 
•96.0 



Ethnic 
Data 
Missing 



0.0% 

19.4 

3.3 v 
-6.1 





TIP 


1 


«t j 


u . u 


z , o 


» t> A 

(J. O 


A A 

0.0 . 


7.7 


0 

89.7 


9.3 




CSU 


T 


, 77 


' 6.1 


2.0 


2.0 


0.0' 


.0.0 


89. 8^ 


36.4 




ccc 


M 

F' 


187 
^271 


2.3 
1.2 


0.6 
0.8 


0.6 
0.0 


1.1. 

0.8 


2. "9 
2.8 


? 92.5 
94.4 


7.0 
7.4 


Hendocino 


HS« 


M 
F 


426 
388 


4.0 
4.7 


2.1. 
1.3 


0.0 
'0.0 


0.9 
0.0 


4. '2 
5.4 


88.8 
88.6 


29.3 
29.5 




UC 


T * 


23 


o:o 


10.0 


0.0 


" 0.0 ' 


0.0 


90.0 


13.0- 




CSU 


T 


65 


6.2 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


2.1 


91.7 


26.2 




ccc' J 


M " 

__F_._. 


122 
148 


6.8 
3.6 


1.7 
0.0 


0.0 

0 ? 0 


0.0 
0.7 * 


5.9 

'2.2 


85.6 
93.5 


3.3 
7.4 


Sutter %? 


HS 


F 


343 
354 


.0.3 
0.0 


10.1 
11.3 


0.6- 
0.0 


0.6 
'0.3 


8.8 
• 6.0 


' 79.6 
82.4 


11.0 
11.3 




. UC 




* 43 


. 0.0 


23.8 


2.4 


0-0 ' 


2.4 


71.4 


2.3 




CSU 


x' 


40 


' 3.0 


3.0 


' 0.0 


0.0, 


6.1 


87.9. 


17.5 




CCC 


M ■ 
F 


175 
191 


4.6 
■2.2 


4.0 
2.8 


0.0 
0.6 


1.3" 
2.8 


• 9.3 
9.5 


80.8 
82.1 


t 

13. 7* 
6.3 



t 










• *- 


County 


Seg- 
ment Sex Number 




Madera 


HS 


M 
F 


316 
320 






uc 


T 


10 






cstr 


T 


68 






ccc 


F 


. 122 
\125 


> 

• 


1 Nevada 

\ 


HS 


< 

M 

F, 


* 242 
270 






UC 


T 








csu 


\ 

T 


25 


- - 


• * 


ccc 


M 
F 


,110 
110 


/ ' 


Tehama 


1 

II > J 


M 

LI 

F 


272 




• 


uc 


T 


7- 






" csu 


T 


38 






ccc 


M 
F 


126 
169 












♦ 


Siskiyou 


. HS 

1 


M ' 
F- 


271 
254 






UC 


T 


!3 




-A 


CSU 

' CCC 


T 

U 
F 


29 

174 
179 



APPENDIX D (Continued) 
Amer- , 

ican ' Fili- 
Indlan Asian pi no Black 



1.9 
1.9 



0.9 
0.6 



1.3 5.4- 
Q.3 9.4. 



1.8^ 



0*>9 

a.o 



5.3 

0.0 
1.6 



O'.O "3.5 

1.7 8.6 
1.6 4.9 



<L4% -0.8% 0.0% 0.4% 
0.0 ' 0.7 0.0 0.0 



0.0 

0.'9 
2.9 



0.6 
1.1 

0.0 



1.7 
4.3 



4.3 
3.3 



3.5 
5.2 



0.0 

0.9' 
0.9 



0.0 
0.0 

0.0 



0.0 0.0 

0.9 1.8 
"0.0 0.0 



0.0 0.6 
0.0 *0.0 



0.0 0.0 



0.8 
0.6 



0.0 
i.4 



1.7 
0.6 



0.0 
0..7 



0.0 
0.6 



2.4 
0.0 



0.0 

o.o' 



His- • " 

panic White 

25.6 64.9 

30.9 56.9 



88.9 

21.0 68.4 

17.3 71'. 5 
25.2 66.7 



Ethnic 
Data 
Missing 



10.0 
16.2 



4.9 
1.6 



7.0T"'91.4% 

5.2 94-.1 



« • 80.0 

0.0 100-. 0 

3.7 .91.8 
0.9 95.3 ^ 

3/5 <95.*3 
4.2 94.7 

0.0 100.0 

95.8 



4.3 91.5 
6.8 87.1 



0:0% 

30.6 

1.8' 
3.6 

44.8 
44.7 

0.0 

39.5 

.'7.1 
4.1 



10.3 
2.0 



83.0 67.9 

92.6' 67.6 

83.4 , 7.7* 

.91.3 20.7 



0 J .0 
0.0 



2.9 
1.1. 



4.7 
6.4 



88.9 
87.3 



1.1 
3.4 



/ 
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APPENDIX D (Continued) 



County 



Seg- 
ment Sex Number 



Amer- 
ican 



F111- 



Indian Asian pi no Black 



•Ethnic 
His- Data 
panic White Missing 



Yuba 


HS 


M 
F 


217 
240 


2.8 

1.7 . 


3.2 
3.3 ' 


0.0 
0.4 


3.2 
2.5 


6.5 
5.0 


84.3 
87.1 


2.3 
2.1 




UC 


T 


8 


> 










62.5 


$0.0 




CSU 


T 


16 


0.0 


- 0.0 


0.0 


0.0' 


70.0 


30.0 


37.5 




, CCC 


M 
F 


89* 
* 16*0 


2.4 
0.6 


4.9 
2.6 


0.0 
1,3 


6.1 
6.5 


12.2 
2.7 


74.4 
86.3 


7.9 
4.4 


Tuolumne 


HS 


l 

M 
F 


191 
164 


7.8 
9.8 


o.p 

0.6 


0.5 
*0.tf 


0.0 
0.0 


1.6 
3.6 


90.1 
86.0 


-- 




UC 


T 


17 












82. 3« 


0.0 




csu- 


T 


28 


1 0.0 


0.0 . 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


100.0 


23.5 


* 


CCC 


:'m 


70* 

, ... 97- 


3 c .'l 
2.1- 


"O'.O 
- 0J> 


o.5 * 

0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


: 4.V 
1.1 


92\3' 
"96.8 


"'7.1 * 
4.1 


Lake . 


' HS 


M 
F 


173 
179 


1.7% 
1.1 


0.0% 
0.6 


0.0% 
0.0 


0.6% 
0.0 


1.2% 
2.8 


96.5% 
95.5 


— 




UC 

csu 


T 
T 


11 
29 












90.9 
95.8 


0.0% 
17.2 




jCCC 


M 
F 


60 ' 
78 


1.7 
1.3 


.0.0 
0.0 


1.7 
0.0 


0.0 
0.0 


1.7 
1.3 


94.9 
97.4 


3.3 ■ 
3.8 , 


TOTAL < 
COUNTIES 


• HS M 
(1979) F 


127,683 
129,479 


0.7 
0.7 


' 4.7 
tf.5 


0.9 
1.0 


9.0 
9.5 


15.0 ' 
15.0 


■69.7 
69.3 


2.6 
2'. 4 




UC M 
(1980) F 


. 7,881 
8,255 


0.4 
0.4 


15.0 
13.5 


2.6 
2.5 


3.1 
5.0 


6.8 
6.0 


72.1 
72.6 


3.2 
3.3 




CSU M 
(1980) F 


10,848 
13,473 


1.2 
1.1 


8.2 
7.3 


2.0 
1.8 


6.7 

9;-l 


11.8 
11.2 


70.1 
69.5 


26.0 
26.0 1 


» 


CCC ' M 
(1980) F 


54,224 
58,163 


1.8 
• 1.6 

* 


4.6 
3.7 . 

h * 


1.4 
1.4 


9.0 
9.5 


14.4 
*14.3 


68.3 
69.5 . 


6.2 
5.7 


TOTAL ' 
(UC,CSU,CCC) 


M 
F 
T 


i 

72,953 
79,891 
152,844 


1.5 
1.4 
1.5 


6.2 
5.3 
5.7 


1.7. 
1.6 

1.6. 


8.0 
8.9 
8.5 


13.2 
13.0 
13.1 


69.4 
69.8 
69.6 


8-. 8 
8-9 
8.9 



ERIC 



-6i- 6Cf 



APPENDIX E 
t 



FLOW OF TRANSFER STUDENTS FROM THE CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES 
TO THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA 
STATE UNIVERSITY (FALL 1977 - FALL 1980) 



1. Fall 1977 and 1978 'data for the California Community Colleges 
were obtained from enrollment reports submitted annually to 
the Department of Finance by the Chancellor's Office. 

2. Fall 1977 and 1978 data for The University of California were 
' obtained from enrollment reports submitted by the University 
<fco the Califor&i&5epartment,o£ Firteace. 0 

3. Fall 1977 and 1978 data for The California State University 
♦was obtained from Table 9, "Undergraduate Transfers from 

California Community Colleges," published in the State 
University's Statistical Report Number 8. 

4. Data for Fall 1979 and 1980 were obtained from student data 
tapes submitted to the Commission by the University, the 
State University, and the Community Colleges. 



Explanatory Notes 
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FL 




£F TRANSFER STUDENTS FROM THE CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY COLLEGES 
TO THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA ' 





STATE UNIVERSITY (FALL 1977 - 


FALL ,1980) 




Community 




« 

Total ' 


Number of 






College 




Enrollment 


Transfers to 


CSU 


Nearest 


District 


Year' 


for Credit 


UC 


CSU 


,Campus(es) 


CSU Campus 


Allan 


1977 ' 


6,824 


39 


207 


San Luis 


33% ' 


Hancock . 


1978 


7,881 


38 


189 


Obispo 


30 




1979 


8,195 


40 


209 


34 




1980 


8,735 


28 


' 200 




30 


Antelope 


1977 


5,958 • 


30 


158 


Northridge 


42 


Valley 


1978 


5,420 


25 


141 


38 




1979 


6,359 


21 


141 


* 


38 




1980 


6,908 


27 


143 




40 



Bars tow 


1977 


1,766 


7 


45 








1978 


1,575 


7 


40 








1979 , 


1,547 


3 


41 








1980 


1)638 


2 


39 






Butte 


1977 


6,399 


15 


364 Cbico 




81 




1978 


7,052 


19 


319 




86 




1979 


7,487 


10 


344 




85 




1980 


7,444 


11 


295 




80 



Cabrillo 


1977 


' 8,484 


176 


242 


San Jose' 


38 




1978 


9,177 v 


157 


292 




38 




1979 


10,160 


118 


259 




38 




I98CT 


11,152 


164 






39 


Cerritos 


1977 


21,040 • 


24 


589 


Long Beach or 


75 




1978 


20,523 


46 


534 


Fullerton 


72 




1979 


21,223 


48 


520 




75 




1980 


21,619-. 


40 


496 




77 


Chaffey 


1977 


11,685 


43 


347 


Pfimona 


43 




1978 


10,696 


-43 


336 




43 




1979 


11,273 ■ 


23 


257 




40 




1980 


12,259 


22 


291 




48 


Citrus 


1977 


8,592 


19 


. 286 


Pomona 


46 




1978 


8,775 


44 


275 




47 




1979 


8,665 


25 


237 




50 




1980 


9,395 


24 


227 . 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



Community 




Total 


Number of 


Nearest a 


Percent at 


College 




Enrollment 


Transfers to 


CSU \ 


Nearest 


District 


Year 


for Credit 


UC 


csu 


Campus(es) ) 


CSU' Campus 


Coachella 


1*77 


5,981 


38 


106 






Valley 


1978 


5,350 


28 


97 








1979 


6,403 


31 


92 






• 


1980 


6,433 


23 


89 




_ _ 


Coast 


1977 


. 62,693 


219 


1,243 


Long Beach or 


74% 




1978 


59,399 


323 


1 343 


Fullerton. 


74 




1979 


61,742 


324 


1,301 




71 




1980 


72,047 


312 


1,404 




72 


Compton 


1977 


5,935 


33 


225 


Dominguez . 


48 , 




1978 


5,321 


. 10 


170 


Hills 


49 




1979 


5,815 


3 


203 




43 




1980 


6, '465 


5 


208 




39 


Contra 


1977 


33 ,,197 


260 


1)022 


, tlx* 




Costa 


1978 


31,730 


300 


887 


*- • 




• ^ 


.19 78 J 


34,038 


291 


998 








1980 


34,724 


248 


936 






( 

£1 C amino 


1977 


27,355 


160 


825 


Long Beach or 


72 




1978 


26,105 


152 


765 


Dominguez 


73 




1979 


25,880 


158 


800- 


. Hills 


70 




1980 


30,530 


151 


789 




73 


Foothill- 


1977 


38,535 


318 


1,101 


San Jose 


58 


DeAnza 


1978 


32,930 


313 


1 014 




52 




1979 


35,196 


285 


951 




" 50 


• 


1980 


39,801 


281 


951 




51 


Fremont- 


-1977 


8,345 


16 


159 


San Jose or 


74 


Newark 


1978 


6,703 . 


" 17 


203 


Hayward 


75 




1979 


7,671 


, 12 


182 




74 




1980 


8,251 


23 


218 




70 


Gavilan 


1977 


2,847 


17 


91 








1978 


2,386 


11 


109 








1979 


2,783 


12 


76 








1980 ' 


3,132 


13 


80 






Glendale *1977 


8,166 


69 


307 


Northridge or 


65 * 




1978 


7,715 


50 


306 


Los Angeles 


64 




1979 


8,960 


90 


256 


* 


66 




1980 


9,848 


65 . 


- 257 




64 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



Community 


Total 


Number of 




rercent ai 


Pa 1 I ono 
• L»0 I 1 eye 




Enrol Impnt 

will \J 1 1 Hid I U 


Transfers to 


LOU • 


Nearest 


District 


Year 


for Prpriit 


UC 


CSU 


ircunpusvBS y 


Lou uainp us 


urOSSEQOuL. 


iy 77 


15,628 


79 


552 


San Diego 


81% 




iy /o 


16 ooi 


, 88 


495 


81 




1 Q7Q 

iy /y 


14 615 


73 ' 


528 




* ol 




1980 


17 250 


59 


,513 


* 


OA 
OU 


na rune ii 


iy / / 


5,219 


36 * 


* 

172 









1 Q7Q 

iy /o 


6 ^SQ 


OA 

30 


169 


> 






1 Q7Q 

iy /y 


7 087 


30 


161 








1980 


7 680 


.39 


179 






Imperial 


1 o 7*7 
• 19/7 


4,249 


22 


128 


Calexico 


38 


T7»l1 1 ATT 

vaiiey 


1 O 70 

iy/o 




T A 

19 


155 


Center 


34 




1 070 

iy /y 




17 


146 




44 




1980 


4 122 


13 


122 








1 0 7T 

iy / / 


13,535 


35 


474 


Bakersfield 


54 


Da iters ** 


1 Q70 

iy /o 


1 1 07^ 

XX j U / O 


42 


442 




55 


Ilciu 


1 O 70 

iy /y 


11 818 


35 


521 




CO 

59 




1980 


12 452 

X4& , HJfc 


32 


469 

1 




52 


Porter- 


i a "7*7 

19/7 


2,277 


10 


93 







ville 


1 O 70 

iy78 


£ , zoo 


- A 

•9 


85 








1 Q7Q 

iy /y 


2 ^QA 


, 8 


74 








1980 


2 186 


5 


95 






Cerro • 


1 Q77 

iy / / 


3,694 


6 


/ T 


«» «■» 




uoso 


iy /o 


3 565 


" 5,, 


40 








1 O 70 

iy7y 


"3 8Q5 


2 " 


54 


{ 






1980 


4 01 ^ 


4 


33 








1 Q77 

iy / / 


1,354 


0 


22 




— 


<^ xauoc 


1 O70 

iy /o 


1 083 


0 


19 • 


• 






1 Q 7Q ' 

iy /y 


1 181 

x , xox 


Q 


*4 








1980 


1 627 

X , UX / 


6 


23 






Lag&en 


1977 


2,364 


3 


52 








1978 


2,590 


5 


5* 






I 


1979 


3,044 


5 


72 » 








1980 


2,762 


7 


97 






Long 


1977 


31,671 * 


62 


833 


Long Beach 


75 


Beach 


1978 


27,353 


43 


-695' 


74 




1979 


. 26,203 


55 * 


727 




74 




1980 


.27,258 


66 . 


■669 




72 



I 



64 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



Community 
College 



Total 
Enrollment 



Number of 
Transfers to 



District 


Year 


for Credit 


UC • 


. CSU 












c 


Los' 


1977 


124 


■534 


684 


3,829 


Angeles 


1978 


122 


,725 


539 


3,589 




1979 


129 


,190 


519 


3,288 




J.980 


' 132 


473 


466' - 


3,290 


Los Rios 


1977 


43 


468 


328 


1,938 




1978 


39 


,4/8 . 


314 ' 


1,668 




1979 


40 


,234 


289 


1,777 




1980 

i 


44 


479 


277 ' 


1,784 


Marin 


1977 


5 


770 


152 


523 




1*978 


9 


,933 


145 


459 




1979 


' 9 


,923 • 


138 


456 




1980 


10 


,751 


101 • 


444 


Mendocino 


1977 


2 


392 


2 


* 69 




1978 


,2 


,6.48 


2 


59 




1979 


2 


,992 


5 


48 




1980 


3 


,232., 




56 


Merced 


1977 


7 


255 


18 


• 256 


• 


1978 


7 


,743 


25 


260 




1979 


7 


,690 


12 


248 




1980 


. 7 


948 . 


21 


247 


Mir a 


1977 - 


4 


,982 


24 


92 


Costa . 


1978 


5 


,612 


1 29 


99 




1979' 


5 


,993 


v 30 


94 




1980 


6 


077 


31 


? 7 ' 


Monterey 


1977 


7 


890 


100 


234 


Peninsula 1978 


8 


,194 


99 


210 




1979' 


7 


,810 


' 74 


191 




1980 


7 


,856 


80 


204 


Mt. San 


1977 


20 


,149 


55 


630 


Antonio 


1978, 


18 


^133 


38 


602 




1979 


19 


,430 


40 


520 




1980 ' 


21' 


,077 


29 


518 


Mt. San 


1977 


2 


,602 


15 


40 


Jacinto 


1978 


2 


,545 


10 


34' 




1979 


2 


,723 


18 


44 




1980 


3 


,135 


18 


73 



Nearest 

CSU 
Campus(es) 



Percent at 
Nearest 
CSU Campus 



Los Angeles, 
Ndrthridge., 
Dominguez Hills 
or Long Beach 

Sacramento % 



San Francisco 
or Sonoma 



Stanislaus 



San Diego 



Pomona 



84% 
82 
84 
84 

80 
77 
79 
78 

59 
59 
53 
61 ■ 



27 
29' 
27 
37 

60 
66 
56 
62 



46 
45 
50 
48 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



Community • Total • Number of Nearest Percent at 

College Enrollment Transfers to _ CSU Nearest 

District Year for Credit UC CSU Campus(es) CSU Campus- 



Napa 


1977 


5,672 


38 - 


172 








1978 


' 5,024 


36 


179 




— 


* 


1979 


5,750 


30 


175 




mm mm 




1980 -. 


5,431 


25 


171 




mm mm 


North 


1977 


• 31,743 


107 s 


1,225 


Fulle;rton or 


78% 


Orange 


1978, 


30,500' 


118 


1,257 


'Long Beach 


77 




1979 


29 , 850 


'105 , 


V165" 




77 


- 


1980 


31,620 


115 


1,199 


> 


75 


Palo - 


1977 


\ 558 ' 


2 


16 






Verde 


1978 


489 


4 


7 




— 




1979 . 


. 570 


1 


12 


A 


mm mm 




1980 


590 


— . 


9 






Palomar 


1977 


13,114 


125 


341 


San Diego 


61 




1978 


13,714 


96 


385 


59 




1979 


14,239 


102 


426 




63 




1980 


16, 589 • 


89 


406 




66 


Pasadena 


1977 


18,825 


196 


v 782 


Los Angeles 


47 




1978- 


18,460 


175 


>642 


43 




1979 


18,540 


140 


j647 




39 




1980 


19,992 


127 / "~ 


^633 




38 


Peralta 


1977 


32,337 


177 


664 


Hayward or 


71 




1978 


30,287 


195- 


613 


San Francisco 


70 




1979 


33,263 


164 


— 542 




-75- 




1980 


40,053 


146 


477 * 




75 


KauCuO 


15* / / 


1>>769 


27 


/TO 

418 


Fullerton 


57 * 


H Santiago 


1978 


'15,122 


57 


381' 




63 




1979 


16,666 


56 


342 


> • * 


61 




1980 


18,790 


45 


322 




60 


Redwoods 


1977 


8,066 


15 


305 


Humboldt 


64 




1978 


8,160 


18 


246 




63 




1979 


£$81 


14 


244 




61 




1980 


10,524 


10 


242 




63 


< 

' Rio Hondo 


1977 


12,943 


41 


398 


Fullerton 


36 




1978 


11,847 


22 


326 




29 


• 


1979 


10,961 


23 


294 


» 


30 




1980 


11,642 


19 


261 




26 



-69- 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



Community 
College 

District Year 

Riverside 1977 

; 1978 

< • 1979 
1980 



Saddle- 
back 



San 

'Bernar- 
dino 



1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

* 1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 



San Diego 1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

San .1977 ' 

francisco 1978 
1979 ' 
1980 

San 1977 
Jo'aquin 1978 
Delta 1979 



San Jose 



San Luis 
Obispo 



San Mateo 



1980 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

1977 
1978 
1979- 
1980 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 



Total 
Enrollment 
f or Credi t 

14,137 
13,422 
14,006 
15,063 



Number of 
Transfers to 
UC CSU 



Nearest 
CSU 

Campus(es) ^ CSU Campus 



Percent at 
j Nearest 



154 
129 
129 
96 



-333 
359 
334 
331 



San Bernadino 



14,822 
18,074 
21,579 
25,048 

18,410 
17,827 
17,755 
18,674 

38,865 
38,694 
40,759 
44,977 

26,914 
24,133 
24,643 
25 ,318 

16 ,677 
15,700 
16.732 



72 
93 
104 
129 

ioi 

92 
64 
69_ 

184 
179 
162 
103 

189 
185 
157 
152 

82 
93 
73 



326 
292 
315 
333 

556 
501 
441 
499 

1,088 
946 
862 
887 

974 
915 
821 
' £05 

511 
5,32 
483 



Fullerton 



San 
Bernardino 



San Diego 



San Francisco 



16,467 

20,263 
18,825 
20,268 
21-, 170 

5,263 
4,567. 
5,001 
5,848 

0 

32,413 
30,425 
30,250 , 
33,673 



83 510 

28 474 

28 365 

23 * 412 

27 402 

16 162 

23 164 

28 172 
21 157 

205- 1,079 

199 980 

189 888 

191 947 



San Jose 



San Luis 
Obispo 



San Francisco 
or San Jose 



39% 

33 

27 

°32 

42 
42 
^39 
42 

.58 
55 
58 
61 

84 
83 
81 
"84 

77 
72 
73 
75 



86 
78 
79 
80 

59 4 
54 . 
53 

'55 

64 

60 . 
62 
58 



67 
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APPENDIX E (Continued) 



y 



Conimunity 
College 
District 


Year 


Total • 
Enrollment 
for Credit 


Number of 
Transfers to 
UC CSU ' 


Nearest 

esu' 

Campus(es) , ' 


Percent at 
Nearest 
CSU Campus 


\ Santa 
Barbara 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


8,506 
•7,784 
8,075 
9,736 


302 
265" 
219 s 
*L93 


237 v 
256 
207 
225 


•' 




'Santa 
Clarita 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


3,127 
2,536 
3,464 
3,600 


11 

18 • 

15 

11 


•112 
112 
81 
83 


(*•*■ 

Northridge 


71 ' 
64 

. . 60. 


In* 

Santa 
Monica 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


18,181. 
17,832 
17,456 
18,452 


323 
253 
237 
,220 


489 
454 
406 
- 391 


North'ridge 
* 


47 
47 
48 
47 


Sequoias 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


7,000 

" 7,071•■"* , 

7,104 
• 7,486 


29 

c - 35 
37 
35 


329 
298 
- 271 
319 


.Fresno 


65 
59 

..60 * 


Shasta- 
Tehama,- ' 
Trinity 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


10,494 
9,328 - 
10,103 
10,568 


' 31 
29 

' 17 . • 
> 36 


239 
2"24 
200 
244 






Sierra 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 


' 8,745 
6,837 
8,050 
- "9,671 


51 
53 
38 
35 


323/ 
263 
263 
259 


Sacramento - 


60 . 
57 

56 . 
58 


Siskiyous 1977 
, 1978 ' 
■ 1979 
►\ 1980 .. 


,1,561 8 
1,761 ^'10 
• 1,589 ' 4 
2,012' 6 


59 
56 
65 
77 







Solano 



Sonoma' 



'1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 



;'9,520 
8,583 
8,907 
9,829* 

14,826 
16,277 
17,910 
19,333 



61 


• 223 ' 




59 


'215 




45 


190 




• 45 


203 ti 










63 


593 Sonoma 


% 50 


100 * 


597 


*46 


81 * 


573 


43 


' 92' 


.527 


40^ 




68 




* -71- 







) 



ERIC 



Community 
College 



• APPENDIX ,E '(Continued) 

#otal Number of t ^ 
Enrollment transfers io . 




* District 

%0 1 w VI 1 W V 


Yea€ 


7 forxfiredit 


• UC 


csu 


South 


1977 


18,400 


66 * ' 


544 ' 


* County 


1978 


17,102 


82 


'511 


' u v,. * 


1979 


18,826 


75 


•555 




19j80 


18,986 


68 


523 


~ , State 


1977 


18,952 


42 


865 * 


Center 


1978 


16,849 


51 


816 u 




4 1979 


17,840 


42 


785 




1980 


17,760 


42 ' 


800 


Sweet- 


1977 


• * 

10,150. 


• 

-61 


^ * 

"366 


water 


1978 ' 


10,590 


35 


320 




1979" 


. 11,596 


24 


-2^8 


»* f 


198O 


12 941 ' 


28 


&04 












- J . Ventura 

n * * 


1977 
197ff 


251451 


.219 - 
223 ' 


687 
* 650 


\ 


. 1979 


26,278 


215 


612 




: 1980' 


27 976 


187 


577 * 


* * 










Victor 


1977 




10 


82 


• * Valley 


1978 


2,919* m 


16 


6* 




1979 


. . 3,055 


4 io • 


' ■ 74 


* 


1980' 


' 3 782 


9 


82 


-West - 


• 1977 


2,076 


6* 


•69 


Hills 


1978 


1,810 


9 


65 • 




1979* 


2,205 


1 


• 55' 




1980 


2,421 

1 


"""" 0 


71 

K 


West Kern 1977 


639 


.'2 


26 




1978 


1,010 


1 


25 


T 


- 1979 ' 


- 1,064 


2 


25 




1980 


"*1 TOO 

L,183 


5 


28 


> .* 'Wes*, 


. 1977 


20,072 


142 


742 


V -"-Valley 


1978 


- 19,440 


112 


712 ' 


< 


«1979 


20,992 


104 ' 


696 




1980 


» 23,681 


115 . 


647 


Yosemite 


197JL 


15,525 


62 v 


561 




.1978 


11,153 * 


47 


456 




1979 


14,047 


, 53 . 


• 462 




1980 


• 15,676 *. 


52 , 


503, 



Nearest . 
* CSU 
Qampus(es) 



Fresno 



San DiQgo 



Percent at 
Nearest % 
CSU Campus 

47% 

- .« 
— 47 

48 

* 

85 
8.1 
84 

85 • 
-76 

81 ' 

. 80 < 
• 85 ; 

43 
' 45 
43 



San Jose 

* t 

♦ 

Stanislaus 



V 



72 
66 
65 
65 

45 
43 
42 
44 




APPENDIX E (Continued). 



Communjtjr^^ 


/ Totar 


• Number of 


•Nearest 


Percent at 


.College 


' Enrollment 


Transfers to 


CSU 


Nearest 


District Year 
* 


for Credit 


UC 


CSU 


Caraaus(es) 


JjSU Campus 


Yuba 1977 


8,802 
•6.850 


30 


266 






1978 


-28 


■270 






1979/ 


.8,436 


24 


226 




> 


1980 


8,632 


31 


249' 






TOTAL ° >977 


1,091,988 6 


,392 


33,931 
31,609 






1978 


1,047', 167. 6 


,193 . 






1979 


1,100,222\5 
-1,179,694 5 


,654 


30,458 






1980 


,356 


30,527 ' ■ 














t 





r 
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APPENDIX F 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS 
TO .THE UNIVERSITY AF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA. 
STATE 0|$VERSITg (FALL 1980) 



Explanatory Notes 

t Rows of percentages add to 100 by .excluding the column, 
"Percent Unknown Ethnicity."' The numbers in the (folumn to the 
left of the percentages include transfer students -whose 
ethnicity was unknown. • 

Data were obtained from student data tapes submitted to the 
Commission by the University and. the State University." 

When the ethnicity was' known for fewer than 50 students ih *a 
particular row in the Appendix, dashes («) have beeri entered 
• fo.r the ethnic minority groups 'and the percentage computed 
only for "white." 

Community Colleges appear in alphabetical order. 

IF * * 

• ^ A 



7H/ -75- 
* 



APPENDIX F 

ETHNIC DISTRIBUTION OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE TRANSFER STUDENTS 
TO THE UNIVERSITY OF CAtlFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA ' 

' 9 * STATE UNIVERSITY (FALL 1980) ' > 

(In Percents) 

Ethnicity 

Percent 

Community Transfer American Fili- His- Unknown 

College . * to N Indian Asian pi no ' BT1 ack panic White Ethnici€y 

Allaa ^ UC ■ 28 4.2% 4.1% '91,7% 14.3% 

Hancock ' CSU 200 1.2% 7.7% 1.0% 4.2 11.9 74.0 ' 28.5 

American UC 122 0.0 8.1 0.9 3.6 2.7 84. 7 9.0 

River CSU 934 .1.3 2.8 0.7 5.7 3.2 86.3 51.9 

Antelope UC . 27 3.8 7.8 3.8 7.8 0.0*7^.8 3.7 

Valley CSU 143 0.0 0.0 0.0„ 2.8 3.7 93^5 25.2 

Bakersfield ^ UC * 32 — ' — — — — '52.8 9/8 

CSU 469 3.7 3.1 . 1.4 4.2 12.9 74.7 24.1 

Bar stow UC 2 — — — — — 100.0 

CSlf 39 — — — 42 . 8 28 . 2 

Butte UC 11 — — $.r — 90.9 

CSU 295 0.9 0.5 « 1.4 5.4 91.8 25.4 

Cabrillo ' UC 164 1.4 X 2.8 0.0 0.0 3.5 91:3 12.8 

CSU 2£3 2.4 4.7 2.4 0,8 3.2 86.5 37.9 t 

f \ 

Canada UC 41 — — — 7 J 92.3 4.9 

CSU 155 2.4^ 4.8 -0.0. 3.6 5.9 83 1 3 45.8 

« i m 

"Cerritos UC , 40 . -- -- -- — "75.0 10.0 

CSU 496 2.7 5.8 • 3.1 4.6 16.2 67.6 34.1^ 

Cerro Coso UC 4 — "— -- '-- — 100.0 • 50.0 . 

CSU 33 — 81.5 18.2 

Chabot UC 68 0.0* 8.4- 3.3 1.7 ; 3.3 83.3 11.8 

. . CSU 523 1.7, • \.<jf 2.8 3.7 -8.9 76.9 32:9 



7^/-77- 



72 



Communi-t: 
Col lege 

Chaffey 

Citrus 



City College 
of S.F. 

Coastline 




College of 
Alameda 

College of 
Marin 

College of ' 
San Mateo 

College of 
the Canyons 

College of 
the Desert 

College of 
the Redwoods 

College of 
the Sequoias 

College of 
• the Siskiyous 

Columbia 



Compton 



I 



tfC 

csu. 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

uc 
csu 

,uc 
csu 

* 

uc . 
csu 

uc 

csuc 

od " 
csu 

uc 
csu 



APPENDIX"? (Continued) ' 

Ethnicity » ' - . 

Percent 

American pi 1 i - , „ His- Unknown- 

N Indian Asian pi no Black panic White Ethnicity 

.22 - ' — — 81.8% 

1 1.9% 3.3% 0.0% 3.3% 11.5% 80. a 28.2% 

24 »- -- A8.2r , . 8.3 

227 1.2 1.7- 0.0 3.5 9.3 84.3 24.2 ' 

152 0.0 55.1 2.2 .2.2 "4. 36.2 9.2 

805 0.0 50.0 2.7 1.0.1 8.1 29.1 81.6 

3 — — 100. 0 ' — 

47 ' 3.3 6.7 . 0.0 3.3 6.7 80.0 36.2 

46 7.2 7.1 4.7 16.7 i4.3 50.0 8.7 

134 O'O 19.0 3.4 31/0 10.4 36.2 56.7 

89 0.0 5.2 0.0 0.0 JL.3 93.5 13.5 

345 2.1 0.7 0.0 2.1 - 3.5 91.6 58.3 

135 0.0' 11.1 1.7 0.9 3.4 -82.9 13.3 
585 1.5 9.3 0.7 1.9 ' 5.6 81.0 54.0 

11 — — 100.0 9.1 

83 0.0 1.6 0.0 1.6 6.5 90.3 25.3 

23 71.4 8.7 

89. 1.6 3.3 1.6 5.0 13.1 75.4 31.5 

10 -- I— 77.8 10.0 

242 4.3 1.1 .0.0 0.5 5.9 88.2 22.7 " 

35 -- - ■-- 70.6 2.9 

319 1.6 3.6 1.2 2.8 18.6 72.2 21.0 

6 — * — — — — 100.0 — . 

77 6.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 93.2 42.9 ' 

12 — , 90'. 9 8.3 " 

81 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4 92.8 30. 9 

5 — — — 100.0 " — — 40.0 

208 2.9 2.9 0.0 75.7 1J..4 7.1 66.3 



■78- 



73 



9 

ERIC 



4 

4 

^% APPENDIX F (Cpntinued)^ 

% • * Ethnicity 

•Percent 

Community Transfer - American v Fi1f- 4 His- Unknown 

. College ; to N Indian Asian v pino Black panic White Ethnicity - 

Contra ■ UC 32 — — — 64.0% 21.9% 

^losta CSU 150 0.0% 7.9% 0.0% 28.9% 13.2% 50.0 49.3 

Coswanes UC 27 — — — ' — — 70.4 

CSU 193 2.4 4.8 4.8 7.1*. 3.6 77^3 56.5 

Crafton Hiljs UC 17 — — — — — 100.0 

- - CSU . 79 1.9 0.0 0.0 1.8 14.8 81.5 31.6 , 

Cuesta 1 UC 21 — — — — — 85.0 4.8 

CSU 157 2.9 2.8 0.0 1.9 6.7 85.7 . 33.1 

Cuyamaca UC "1 — — — -- — * — 100.0 

CSU 37 - . 83.3 18.9 

Cypress UC 48 — ■ — — — -'- 90.0 16.7 

CSU 432 0.8 5.0 1.2 2.1 7.1 83.8 '21.5 

De Anza c UC 122 0.0 12.7' 1.0 3.6 0.0 82-/7- 1 9.8 

CSU 541 0.6 9.8 0.3 1.5 4.0 83.8 39.4 

Diablo Valley UC 210 0.0 4.1 0.0 — *rr" / "6.2 87.6 7.6 

CSU- 710 0.5 2.4 1.0 0.9 3.3 91.9 40.0 

East L'.A. UC 37 — — -»- — 61.8 — -8.1 

CSU 390- 0.8 11.4 0.8 6.7 57 .6 22.7 40.0 

El Camino UC 151 0.0 17.4 0.0 3.6 2.2 76.8 8.6 

CSU 789 1.1 9.3 0.9 12.8 "5.9 70.0 42.6 

.Evergreen . UC 14 -- — — -- — 45.4 '21.4 

CSU 148 0.0 10.6 4.7 3.5 17.7 63.5 '42!6 

Feather River UC 3 ~ — — — ' — -- 

CSU ^ 14 — ^ 85.7 50.0 

Football UC 159 0.0 9.4 0.0 5.1 3.6 81.9 13.2 

CSU 410 2.6 7.0 1.8 1.3 8.3 79.0 44.4 

Fresno ■ UC 34 .— • — — . -- — 71.4 17.6' 

CSU 653 1.6 2.8 0.3 5.4 12.5' 77.4 24.0 
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APPENDIX F (Continued) 



/- 













Ethnicity 








» 












• 






Percent- 


uOnonun l iy 


Transfer 


American 




Fi 11- 




His- 




Unknown 


College 


to 


N 


Indian 


Asian 


pj no 


Slack 


panic White 


Ethnicity 


Fuller ton 


DC 


67 


6.4% 


/ 
8.1% 


0.0% 


0.0% 


6.5% 79.0% 


7.5% 




csu 


767 


1.1 


5.8 


0.2 


0.2 


6.5 


86.2 


19.6 


• 

Gavilan 


uc 


13 












80.0 


23.1 




csu 


80 


0.0 


8.2 


2.0 


2.0 • 


22.5 


65.3 


38.6 


Glendale 


uc 


65 


3.3 


9.8 


1.6 


1.7 


4.9 


78.7 


6.2 


> 


csu 


2S7 


1.8 


6.5 


0.0 


1.2 


11.2 


79.3 


34.2 


Golden West 


uc 


O A 

80 


O £. 

2.6 


7.9 


0.0 


1.3 


6.6 


81.6 


5.0 . 




csu 


470 


0.3 


8.Q 


0.6 


0.0 


9.6 


81.5 


33.2-v 


Grossmont 


uc 


58 


1.9 


7.4 


0.0 


0.0 


3.7 


87.0 


6.9 




csu 


'476 


1.7. 


1.5 


0.3 . 


1.7 


6.8 


88.0 


28.8 


Hartnell 


uc 


39 












76.3 


2.6 




csu 


179 


5.9 


8.5 


5.1 


N 0.8 


17.0 


62.7 


34.1 


Imperial 


uc 


ii 












30.8 " 




Valley 
♦ 


csu 


122 


0.0 


1.0 


3.1 


1.0 


61.9 


33.0 


20.5 


Indian 


uc 


12 












83.3 




Valley 

r- 


csu 


99 


0.0 


6.0 


2.0 


4.0 


2.0 


86.0 


'49.5 


Lake Tahoe 


uc 














75.0 


33.3 . 




csu 


23 












93.3 


34.6 




TIP 


38 






• 






57.6 


A 1 0 O 

\A3.2 


• csu 


132 


0.0 


14.6 


2.1 


45.8 


4.2 


33.3 


.133.6 


Lassen 


TIC 


7 










W- 


100.0 


* Oft £ 




*csu 


97 


0.0. 


0.0 


0.0 


3,2 


1.6 


95.2 


36.1 


Long Beach 


uc 


" 66 


5.1- 


5.1 


1.7 


8.1 


5.1 


74.6 


10.6 




csu 


669 


1.5 


5.2 


1.3 


7.2 


8.7 


76.1 


40.1 


L.A. City 


uc 


104 


1.1 


27.9 


0.0 


10.8 


12.9 


47.k 


10.6 




csu 


475 


0,7 


15.9 


5.5 


29.6 


18.3 


30. 0 X 


38.9 


L,A, Harbor 


1 

uc 


48 


0.0 


6.8 


4.5 


2.3 . 


6.8 N^.6 


8.3 




csu 


402, 


1.3 


5.8 


4.5 


13.4 


12.9 


6^.1 


44.3 



-5>5 

ERIC * 



Community 
College / 

L.A. Mission ■ 

L.A. Pierce 

L.A. Southwest 



L.A. Trade- 
Tech 

L.A. Valley 



Los Medanos 



Mendocino 



Merced 



Merritt 



Mira Costa 



Mission 



Modesto 



Monterey 
Peninsula 



Transfer 
to 



Moorpark 



,UC 
CSU 

UC 
.CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 
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APPENDIX F (Continued) 
Ethnicity 

Percent 

American Fill- His- Unknown 

N Indian Asian pino Black panic White Ethnicity 

4 66.7% 25.0% 

55 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 12.8% 43.6% 43.6 29.1 

104 1.0 5.9 0.9 2.0 3.9 86.3 1.9 

794 0.8 3.9 0:2 2.3 4.4 88.4 34.8 

1 25.0 42.9 

135 0.0 0.0 1.7 98.3 0.0 0.0 57.0 

5 — -- -'- 60.0 — ' — 

149 1.1 7.7 3.3 65.9 L3.2 8.8 38.9 

120 0.9 9.2 0.0 6.4 7.3 76.2 9.2 

651 0.0 7.0 0.7 2.8 9.9 79.6 34.6 

6 " 80.0 16.7 1 

76 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.0. 12.3 83.7 35.5 

4 . - 100.0 25.0 

56 0.0 5.1* 0.0 0.0 2.6 92.3 30.4 

21 76.2 • r- 

247 ' 1.4 3.8 0.0 8.5 7.1 79.2 14.2 

* 

59 1.9 25.0 0.0 9.6 5.8 57.7 . 11.9 

193 1.1 /16.0 0.0 35.2 4.5 43.2 • 54.4 

31 - 89.7 3.2 

87 0.0 4.5 0.0 1.5 10.4 83.6 23.0 

1 — 100.0 

31 — 75.0. 48.4'' 

40 — — - 88.6 12.5 

422 1.5 2.6 0.3 1.5 6.2 ' 87.9 19:4 

80 1.4 8.6 5,7 2.8 8.6 72.9 12.5 

204 , 2.4 10.2 2.4 15.7 5.5 63.8 37.7 

51 0.<^** 2.3 0.0 0.0 6.8 90.9 13.7 

273 a.^ ,3.5 0.0 2.0 7.0 87.0 26.7 

• - J . 

-81--, 

.76 



Community 
College 



Transfer 
to 



Mt. San 
Antonio 

Mt. San 
Jacinto 

Napa 

North Peralta 
Ohlone , 
Orange Coast 

* 

Oxnard 
Palo Verde 
Palomar 
Pasadena 
Porterville 
Reedley 
Rio Hondo 
Riverside 



UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 

r 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

> 

UC 
CSU 

UC - 
CSU 



" APPENDIX F (Continued) 

Ethnicity 

American Fili- His- 

N Indian Asian pino Black panic White 

■ 

29 -- 1 58.3% 

518 1.3% 4.7% 1.5% 4.3% 18.0% 70.2 
/ 

18 — 83.3 

-73 ,0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 7.8 90.2 

25 -- -- — -- -- 9*1.3 
171 3.1 2.1 0.0 2.1 6:3 86.4 

0 

2 — — 

* 

23 H - 82.6 

218 1.8 8.0 1.8. 1.8 J.2.5 74.1 

229 0.5 7.8 0.0 1.0 7.3 83.4 
887 1.9 7.4 0.6 0.5 3.6 86.0 

11 ' — 60.0 

42 — — v -- — — 50.0 

0 

9' 62.5 37.5 

89 0.0 2.6 1.3 0.0 6.5 89.6 
406 1.6 5.2 0.6 1.6 9.3 81.7 

127 0.9 8.8 0.9 8.0, 8.8 72.6 
633 1.1 . 7.6 ' 0.4 7.2 9.2 74.5 

'5 - . — — 100.0 

95 1.3 4.0 5.3 1.3 18-4 69.7. 

8 — 50.0 — -,- — 50.0 _ 
147 / 0.8 16.0 0.8 l.k 20.8 59.2 

19 • -- 60.0 

261 1.2 8.1 1.2 0.0 37.8 51.7 

96- 3.6 2.4 0.0 9.6 .10.9 73.5 
331 1.8 3.6 0.9 14.7 8.5 70.5 



Percent 
Unknown 
Ethnicity 



17.2% 
22.8 



30.1 

8.0 
43.9 



100.0 



48.6 

16.0 
30.2 

9.1 
38.1 



11.1 

13.5 
23.4 

11.0 
29.4 



20.0 

25.0 
15.0 

21.1 
34.1 

13.5 
32.3 
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77 



• / 



Community 
College 



Sacramento 



Saddleback 



San Bernardino 



San Diego 
City. t 

San Diego 
Mesa 

-San Diego 
Miramar 

San Joaquin 
Delta 

San Jose 



Santa Ana 
Santa Barbara 
Santa Monica 
Santa Rosa 
Shasta 
Sierra 



Transfer 
to 



UC 
CSU 

UC- 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC* 
CSU 

UC ' 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 1 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 



APPENDIX F (Continued) 

Ethnicity 

American Fili- Hi s- 

N Indian Asian pi no Black panic White 

128 . 1.7% 47.8% 0.9% 4.4% 5.2% 40.0% 
657 1.3 19.0 0.8 11.0 9.3 58.6 

129 0.0 2.7 0.9. 2.8 3.7 89.9 
333 1.2 3.9 1.2 1.6 2.4 89.7 

52 0.0 " 0.0 2.0 5.9 19.6 72.5 

420 2.8 2.4 0.0- 13.1 17.'5.64.'2 

25 — 70.8 

237 2.9 4.1 5.8 17^.0 16.4 53.8 

75 0.0 / k.l 3.1 0.0 6.3 85.9 

632 3.0 ' 7.0 1.1 2.9 6.3 79.7 

3 33.4 

18 — 81.3 

83 s 0.0 5.4 5.4 4.1 8.1 77.0 

510 1.8 8.2 1.2- "5.2 9.5 74.1 

13 -- --' - -W - 33.3 

254 0.7 13.4 4.5 11.2 12.7 57.5 

45 75.7 

322 ' 0.8 13.2 0.0 3.6 7.2 75.2 

193 2.8 4.0 0.0 0.6 8.6 84.0 

225 1.4 1.4 0.7 2.1 10.4 84.0 

220 * 0.0 8.7 0.0 7.7 7.3 76.3 

391 1.-2 8.9 0.8 9.8 6.1 73.2 

92 0.0 3.6 0.0 • 1.2 3.6 91.6 

527 2.2 4.5 0.0 0.6 3.2 89.5 

s 

36 -- - 96.9 

244 3.3 1.6 0.0 0.0 2.2 92.9 

35 -- — ' - — 87.9 

259 2.2 2.2 0.0 0.0 3.6 92.0 



Percent 
Unknown 
Ethnicity 

10.2%) 
63.9 

15, 5 
23N7 

-1.9 
40.2 

20.0 
27.8 

14.7 
25.0 



11.1 

10.8 
35.7 

7.7 
47.2 

17.8 
22.4 

9.3 
36.0 

5.9 
37.1 

9.8 
40.2 

11.1 
25.0 

• 5.7 
47.1 



ERIC 



-83- 78 



Communi 
Col leg 




fkyline 



Solano 

Southwesteni 
s Taft 
Venthira 



APPENDIX F (Continued) 
Ethnicity 



Transfer 
-to 



American 



Fi 11- 



His- 



Percent 
Unknown 



N Indian Asian pi no Black panic White Ethnicity 



UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC" 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 

UC 
CSU 



15 
207 

45 
203 

28 
304 

5 
28 

125 
262 



0.0% 



1.8 



1.7 



1.7 
1.0 



. -- 78.6% 

4.9% 4.9% 4.9% 7.3% 78.0 



5.5 . 4.6 6.4 5.5 



76.3 
76.2 



3.8 9.7 



2.6 
3.8 



0.0 
2.4 



0.0 65.4 

8.1 25.0 51.7 

— ' 7510 

-- 87.5 

4.4 16.7 74.6 

2.4 14.0 76.4 



6.7% 
80.2 

15.6 
46.3 

7.1 
22.4 

20.0 
42.9 

8.8 
20.6 



Victor Valley 


UC 


9 












75.0 


11.1 




CSU 


82 


4.0 


2.0 


2.0 


20.0 


10.0 


62.6 


39.0 


Vista 


UC 


0 


















CSU 


4 












66'. 7 


25.0 


West Hills 


UC 


2 












100.0 


50.0 




CSU 


. 71 


0.0 


2.0 


4.0 


10.0 


12.0 


72.0 


29.6 


West L.A.""* 


uc 


37 












66.7 


2.7 




CSU 


239 


P. 


7.2 


2.9 


41.4 


6.4 


40.7 


41.4 


West Valley 


UC 


114 


1.9 


7.7 


0.0 


0.0 


1.0 


89.4 


8.8 




CSU 


616 


1.2 


3.9 


0.6 


2.4 


5.4 


86.5 


45.6 


Yuba> 

r 


UC 


31 












66.7 


12.9 




CSU 


249 


4.9 


6.9 


0.0 


4.2 


3.5 


80.5 ( 


42.2 


TOTAL 


uc" 


5,356 


1.1 


% 9.6 


1.1 


3.7 


7.4 


77.1 


10.0 




CSU 30,527 


1.5 


6.1 


1,2 


6.1 


10.0 


75.1 


37.2 
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APPENDIX G 

NUMBERS OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS WHO TRANSFERRED TO THE 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, 
TOGETHER WITH NUMBERS OF FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN „ 
FROM CALIFORNIA HIGH SCHOOLS (1965-1980) 



Explanatory Notes 

v 

1. Information about numbers of first-time freshmen and transfer 
students in the State University was obtained from the most 
recent issues of California State University and Colleges 
Statistical Abstract and Report 8 of the Statistical Report 
of the State University, "Origin of Fall Term Enrollments." 

2. Similar information for University of California students 
through Fall 1973 was obtained from these same sources. In- 
formation for subsequent years was obtained from University 
internal reports and worksheets, except for 1977 and 1978 
transfer student data which were obtained from reports 
submitted by the University to the California Department of 
Finance, and 1979 and 1980 data from^the student data tape 
submitted to the Commission. 
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APPENDIX G 

NUMBERS OF COMMUNITY COLLEGE STUDENTS WHO TRANSFERRED TO THE 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AND THE CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 
. TOGETHER WITH NUMBERS OF FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN 
FROM CALIFORNIA , HIGH SCHOOLS (1965-1980) 

. Community College Transfer Students Fir/t-Time Freshmen 

Fall Term 'Full Year FkJl Term Only 



Year 


UC 


CSUC 


CSUC " 

mm 


UC 


CSUC* 


1965 


" 2,948 


14,603 




14,023 


1966 


3,761 


,19,295 


mm 


12,341 


15,574 


1967 


3,702. * 


22,059 


-- 


13,072 


16,08£ 


1968 


3,785 


• 26,596 




11,665 


« 18,844 


1969 


4,458 


28,207 


43,963 


12,066 


17,539 


1970 


5,166* 


29,059 


49,245 


13,233 


18,984 


1971 


6,154 


4 

32,546 


52,989 


"*" 13,637 


19 ,306 


1972 


7,165 


34,619 


53,820 


14,358 


22,094. 


1973 


8,193 


33*089, 


51,335 


15,011 


22,210 


1974 


7,813 


, 32,646 


51,144 


14,915 


22,886 


1975 


8,002 


35,537 


52,917 


15,460 


23,239 


1976 


7,123 


32,653 


51,230 


-14,935 


23,498 


1977 


6,392 


34,001 




14,821% 


^23,867 


1978 


6,193 


31,609 , 


47,430 


15,850 


24,668 


1979 


5,654 


3d, 483 


46,326 

> 


16,534 


25,703 


1980 


5,356 


30,527 


46,649 


16,340 


25,470 



*Fall statistics represent about 90% of first-time freshmen who enter 
during the full- year. 
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